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Plaintiff-Counterdefendant-
Respondent, 
-vs-
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Supreme Court No. 39909-2012 
Appeal from the Third Judicial District, Canyon County, Idaho. 
HONORABLE JUNEAL C. KERRICK, Presiding 
J. Kahle Becker, 1020 W. Main St., Ste. 400, 
Boise ID 83702 
Attorney for Respondent 
Kevin E. Dinius and Michael J. Hanby II, DINIUS LAW, 
5680 E. Franklin Rd., Ste.130, Nampa, ID 83687 
Attorneys for Appellants 
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Thi ial District Court - Canyon County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2009-0004047-C Current Judge: Juneal C. Kerrick 
User: RANDALL 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, etal. 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, ABC Corporations, Idaho Aviation 
Hall Of Fame Inc 
Date 
4/16/2009 
4/28/2009 
5/5/2009 
5/6/2009 
5/11/2009 
5/19/2009 
5/27/2009 
5/29/2009 
6/1/2009 
8/6/2009 
8/28/2009 
9/3/2009 
9/15/2009 
10/19/2009 
Other Claims 
New Case Filed-Other Claims 
Summons Issued x2 
Filing: E -Claim And Delivery Paid by: Becker, J Kahle (attorney for Idaho 
Military Historical Society Inc,) Receipt number: 0384185 Dated: 
4/16/2009 Amount: $88.00 (Check) For: Idaho Military Historical Society 
Inc, (plaintiff) 
Notice Of Hearing 5-7-09 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 05/07/2009 09:00AM) proceed on 
claim & delivery 
Judge 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Affidavit Of Service Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 05/07/2009 09:00AM: Hearing Juneal C. Kerrick 
Vacated proceed on claim & delivery 
Filing: 17 -All Other Cases Paid by: Dinius, Kevin Receipt number: Juneal C. Kerrick 
0389663 Dated: 5/11/2009 Amount: $58.00 (Check) For: Maslen, 
Holbrook (defendant) 
Notice Of Appearance and Intent to Defend-Kevin Dinius for Def Holbrook Juneal C. Kerrick 
Maslen and Aeroplanes Over Idaho 
Hearing Scheduled (Order to Show Cause 06/01/2009 01:30 PM) Juneal C. Kerrick 
Order To Show Cause Issued 6-1-09 
Response to order to show cause (fax) 
Affidavit of holbrook malsen (fax) 
Motion to quash subpoena (fax) 
Hearing result for Order to Show Cause held on 06/01/2009 01:30PM: 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Hearing result for Order to Show Cause held on 06/01/2009 01:30PM: 
Hearing Held 
Amended Complaint Filed 
Filing: K3 -Third party complaint- This fee is in addition to any fee filed as 
a plaintiff initiating the case or as a defendant appearing in the case. Paid 
by: Dinius, Kevin E (attorney for Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc) Receipt 
number: 0413252 Dated: 8/28/2009 Amount: $14.00 (Check) For: ABC 
Corporations (defendant), Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc (defendant) and 
Maslen, Holbrook (defendant) 
Answer and Counterclaim, Third Party Complaint and Demand for Jury 
Trial 
Summons Issued 
Acceptance of Service (fax) 
Idaho Military Historical Society's Reply to Counterclaim 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc's Reply to Aeroplanes Over Idaho, Inc's Juneal C. Kerrick 
Third Party Complaint and Demand for Jury Trial 
Notice Of Service 
Notice of Service Re: Discovery (fax) 00000:1. 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Date: 6/13/2012 
Time: 11:59 AM 
Page 2 of 11 
Th icial District Court - Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2009-0004047-C Current Judge: Juneal C. Kerrick 
User: RANDALL 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, etal. 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, ABC Corporations, Idaho Aviation 
Hall Of Fame Inc 
Date 
11/6/2009 
11/25/2009 
12/10/2009 
12/11/2009 
12/14/2009 
12/16/2009 
12/21/2009 
12/30/2009 
1/5/2010 
1/6/2010 
1/8/2010 
1/11/2010 
1/28/2010 
2/9/2010 
2/10/2010 
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
First Affidavit of J Kahle Becker 
First Affidavit of John Steele 
First Affidavit of Russell J Trebby 
Other Claims 
Memorandum in support of Mo for Partial Sum Judgment 
Notice Of Hearing 12-10-09 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 12/10/2009 09:00AM) Partial Sum 
Judgment 
defendants holbrook maslen and aeroplanes response to pltfs motion for 
partial summary judgment (fax) 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 12/10/2009 09:00AM: District 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 12/10/2009 09:00AM: Motion 
Held Partial Sum Judgment- Court to render written ruling 
Notice Of Service 
Response to Request for Trial Setting (fax) 
Request For Trial Setting 
Plaintiffs Motion to compel 
Affidavit of kahle becker 
Brief in support of motion 
Notice Of Hearing 117/2010 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 01/07/2010 09:00AM) pltf motn 
compel 
Order on Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
Notice Of Service of a Discovery Document (fax) 
Judge 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Notice Of Service of a Discovery Document (fax) Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 01/07/2010 09:00AM: Hearing Juneal C. Kerrick 
Vacated pltf motn compel - per Karisa at Kahle Becker's office 
Notice Of Service of a Discovery Document (fax) 
Notice Of Service of a Discovery Document (fax) 
Plaintiffs second Motion to compel 
Brief in support of Plaintiffs second motion to compel 
First Affidavit of j. Kahle Becker in support of second Motion to compel 
Notice Of Hearing 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 02/11/2010 09:00AM) Pit second 
Motion to compel 
Notice Of Service 
Notice Of Service 
Notice Of Service of a Discovery Document 000002 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Date: 6/13/2012 
Time: 11 :59 AM 
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ROAReport 
Case: CV-2009-0004047-C Current Judge: Juneal C. Kerrick 
User: RANDALL 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, etal. 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, ABC Corporations, Idaho Aviation 
Hall Of Fame Inc 
Date 
2/11/2010 
2/17/2010 
2/18/2010 
2/25/2010 
3/14/2010 
3/15/2010 
3/22/2010 
3/29/2010 
3/30/2010 
4/1/2010 
4/7/2010 
Other Claims 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 02/11/201 0 09:00 AM: District 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 02/11/2010 09:00AM: Motion 
Held Pit second Motion to compel 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 02/11/2010 09:00AM: Motion 
Granted Pit second Motion to compel as amended- Mr. Becker to prepare 
the appropriate order 
Stipulation for Protective Order Regarding Confidential Information 
Notice of Service Re: Discovery (fax) 
Notice Of Service (fax) 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 03/14/2011 09:00AM: Motion 
Held def motn limine <« Granted inpart, denied inpart» «ruling 
reserved with regard to 1 issue» 
Order Granting Plaintiffs Motion to Compel 
Protective Order 
Motion for Permission to File Pit Second Amended Complaint 
First Affidavit of J Kahle Becker in support of Motion 
Brief in support of Motion for Permission to File Pit Second Amended 
Complaint 
Notice Of Hearing 4-8-10 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 04/08/2010 09:00 AM) Pit Mo File 
Amended Comp 
Notice of Service Re: Discovery (fax) 
Notice of Service Re: Discovery (fax) 
Pit Motion for Sanctions and Petition for Atty fees & costs 
Affidavit of J Kahle Becker in support of Pit motion for Sanctions 
Motion to Shorten time 
Notice Of Hearing 4-8-10 
Order Shortening Time 
Affidavit of Michael J Hanby II in Support of Def/Counterclaimants 
Opposition to Pit Motion for Permission to File Pit Second Amended 
Complaint 
Defendants/Counterclaimants Opposition to Pit Motion for Permission to 
File Pit Second Amended Complaint 
Judge 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Defn's Objection to Motn for Santions and Petition for Attorney Fees and Juneal C. Kerrick 
Costs (fax) 
Affidavit of Holbrook Maslen in Suppt of Objection to Motn for Santions and Juneal C. Kerrick 
Petition for Attorney Fees and Costs (fax) 
Affidavit of Michael J Hanby II in Suppt of Objection to Motn for Santions Juneal C. Kerrick 
and Petition for Attorney Fees and Costs (fax) 
000003 
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Time: 11:59 AM 
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ROA Report 
Case: CV-2009-0004047-C Current Judge: Juneal C. Kerrick 
User: RANDALL 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, etal. 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, ABC Corporations, Idaho Aviation 
Hall Of Fame Inc 
Date 
4/8/2010 
4/9/2010 
4/28/2010 
5/10/2010 
5/19/2010 
5/20/2010 
5/21/2010 
5/24/2010 
6/4/2010 
5/10/2010 
)/17/2010 
Other Claims 
Judge 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 04/08/2010 09:00AM: District Juneal C. Kerrick 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 04/08/2010 09:00AM: Motion Juneal C. Kerrick 
Held Pit Mo File Amended Comp & Pit Mo for Sanctions 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 04/08/2010 09:00AM: Written Juneal C. Kerrick 
ruling to be issued concerning the Motion for Sanctions 
Motion Granted- Motion to File Second Amended Complaint-however Juneal C. Kerrick 
denied the issue as to Unjust Enrichment and a written ruling will be issued 
as to the motion to Designate IAHOF as a plaintiff 
Order on motion for leave to amend the complaint and motion for discovery Juneal C. Kerrick 
sanctions 
Second Amended Complaint for Claim and Delivery, Slander of Title, Quiet Juneal C. Kerrick 
Title, Conversion, Trespass to Chattels, Breach of Fiduciary Duties, and 
Breach of Contract 
Motion for Claification of Order for Sanctions and Award of Attorneys Fees Juneal C. Kerrick 
First Affidavit of J Kahle Becker in Support of Motion for Clarification Juneal C. Kerrick 
Motion for an order to attend mediation (fax) 
Notice Of Hearing 6/10/2010 (fax) 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 06/10/2010 09:00 AM) defs motn 
attend mediation 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Pltfs response to defs motion for order to attend mediation and second Juneal C. Kerrick 
request for trial setting (fax) 
Defendants Objection to pltfs motion for clarification of order for sanctions Juneal C. Kerrick 
and award of atty fees (fax) 
Answer to Second Amended Complaint, Counterclaim, Third Party Juneal C. Kerrick 
Complaint and Demand for Jury Trial 
Exhibits to Second Amended Complain for Claim and Delivery, Slander of Juneal C. Kerrick 
Title, Quiet Title, Conversion, Trespass to Chattels, Breach of Fiduciary 
Duties, and Breach of Contract 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 06/10/2010 09:00AM: District Juneal C. Kerrick 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 06/10/2010 09:00AM: Motion Juneal C. Kerrick 
Held defs motn attend mediation 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 06/10/2010 09:00AM: Motion Juneal C. Kerrick 
Granted defs motn attend mediation- Def Atty to prepare order 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 06/10/2010 09:00AM: Juneal C. Kerrick 
Miscellaneous defs motn attend mediation---- Def to pay atty fees re: 
discovery sanctions within 14 days-- Pltf Atty to submit order on motion for 
clarification to include memot re: atty fees 
Memorandum of Costs for Plaintiffs Motion for Clarification of Order for Juneal C. Kerrick 
Sanctions and Award of Attorney's Fees (fax) 
Order Setting Case for Trial and Pretrial 000004 Juneal C. Kerrick 
Date: 6/13/2012 
Time: 11 :59 AM 
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icial District Court - Canyon County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2009-0004047-C Current Judge: Juneal C. Kerrick 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, etal. 
User: RANDALL 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, ABC Corporations, Idaho Aviation 
Hall Of Fame Inc 
Date 
6/17/2010 
6/18/2010 
6/29/2010 
6/30/2010 
7/22/2010 
8/5/2010 
9/27/2010 
9/28/2010 
9/29/2010 
10/7/2010 
10/8/2010 
10/12/2010 
10/14/2010 
10/22/2010 
10/26/2010 
10/27/2010 
10/29/2010 
11/3/2010 
Other Claims 
Order for Preparation of Jury Instructions and Verdict Form 
Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 03/14/2011 09:30AM) 3 Day 
Judge 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing Scheduled (Pre Trial 01/03/2011 08:30AM) Pretrial Conference Juneal C. Kerrick 
Defendants' Objection to Plaintiffs' Memorandum of Costs for Plaintiffs 
Motion for Clarification of Order (fax) 
Stipulation for scheduling and planning (Fax) 
Order on plaintiffs motion for clarificaton and defendants motion for 
mediation 
Stipulation for selection of mediator (fax) 
Plaintiffs Motion for sanctions and petition for attorney fees and costs for 
defendants cancellation of mediation 
Affidavit of J, Kahle Becker in support of plaintiffs motion for sanctions and 
petition for award of attorneys fees and costs for cancellation of mediation 
Memorandum of costs for plaintiffs motion for sanctions and petition for 
award of attorneys fees and costs for cancellation of mediation 
Notice Of Service 
Plaintiffs Motion to compel produciton of original log book 
Notice Of Hearing 11/10/2010 
Affidavit of J. Kahle Becker in support of motion to compel production of 
original log book 
Brief in support of plaintiffs motion to compel production of original log 
book 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 11/10/2010 09:00AM) motion to 
compel production 
Notice Of Service 
defendants Notice Of Compliance (FAX) 
Notice of service of discovery document (fax) 
Notice of Service Re: Discovery (fax) 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 11/10/2010 09:00AM: Hearing 
Vacated motion to compel production - per Karissa from Becker's offc 
Notice Of Service of a Discovery Document (fax) 
Pltfs Third Motion to Compel 
Brief in support of pltfs Third Motion to Compel 
First affidavit of J Kahle Becker in support of third motion to compel 
Notice Of Hearing/Compel 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 12/09/2010 09:00AM) Motn to 
compel 
Notice Of Service 
Notice Of Service 
Notice Of Service 
Notice Of Service 000005 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Date: 6/13/2012 
Time: 11:59 AM 
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Thi icial District Court - Canyon County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2009-0004047-C Current Judge: Juneal C. Kerrick 
User: RANDALL 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, etal. 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, ABC Corporations, Idaho Aviation 
Hall Of Fame Inc 
Date 
11/12/2010 
11/29/2010 
12/3/2010 
12/6/2010 
12/7/2010 
12/8/2010 
12/14/2010 
12/16/2010 
12/27/2010 
12/29/2010 
Other Claims 
plaintiff's and third party defendants expert witness disclosure (fax) 
Notice of Service Re: Discovery (fax) 
Objection to third motion to compel (fax) 
Affidavit of michael hanby (fax) 
Notice Of Service 
Withdrawal of Plaintiffs Third Motion to Compel (fax) 
Judge 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 12/09/2010 09:00AM: Hearing Juneal C. Kerrick 
Vacated Motn to compel 
Notice of Service Re: Discovery (fax) 
Defs Motion for summary Jmt 
Memorandum in support of defs motion for summary Jmt 
Affidavit of Holbrook Maslen support of defs motion for summary Jmt 
Affidavit of Michael J Hanby II in support of defs motn for summary Jmt 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Notice Of Hearing/Summary Jmt Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 01/13/2011 09:00AM) Summary Jmt Juneal C. Kerrick 
Motion for reconsideratio and motion for leave to amend (fax) Juneal C. Kerrick 
Brief in support of motion (fax) Juneal C. Kerrick 
Notice Of Hearing 1/13/2011 (fax) Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 01/13/2011 09:00AM) 3rd party def Juneal C. Kerrick 
motn to reconsider/amend 
Defendants' Expert Disclosure (fax) Juneal C. Kerrick 
Notice Of Service of a Discovery Document (fax) Juneal C. Kerrick 
Idaho Military Historical Society lncs and Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame lncs Juneal C. Kerrick 
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
Brief in support of Motion for Partial Summary Jmt 
First Affidavit Of J Kahle Becker in support of Motn for Summary Jmt 
First Affidavit of John L Runft in support of Motion for Summary Jmt 
Notice Of Hearing/Partial summary Jmt 
defendants Pre-trial Memorandum (fax) 
Notice of Appearance 
Notice Of Hearing 1/13/11 at 9:00a.m. 
Idaho Military Historical Society, Inc.'s and Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, 
Inc.'s Motion to Strike Defendants' Expert Disclosures 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc.'s and Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame 
Inc.'s Memorandum in Support of Motion to Strike Defendants' Expert 
Disclosures 
Plaintiff and Third Party Defendant's Rebuttal Expert Witness Disclosure 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's and Third Party Defendant's Pre-Trial Brief 
Notice Of Service 
Motion to disqualify (fax) 000006 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Date: 6/13/2012 
Time: 11 :59 AM 
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Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, etal. 
User: RANDALL 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, ABC Corporations, Idaho Aviation 
Hall Of Fame Inc 
Date 
12/29/2010 
12/30/2010 
1/3/2011 
1/4/2011 
1/6/2011 
1/7/2011 
1/13/2011 
Notice Of Hearing 1/13/2011 (fax) 
ld Military Historical society, Inc's 
Other Claims 
Response to Defendants' Motion for Summary JMmt 
First affidavit of J Kahle Becker in support of Idaho Historical society 
response to defs motn for summary Jmt 
Notice Of Service 
Judge 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Defendants Opposition to Idaho Military Historical Society Inc and Aviation Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hall of Fame lncs Motion for Partial Summary Judgment (fax) 
Hearing result for Pre Trial held on 01/03/2011 08:30AM: District Court Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: NONE 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Pretrial 
Conference 
Hearing result for Pre Trial held on 01/03/2011 08:30AM: Motion Held Juneal C. Kerrick 
Pretrial Conference 
Notice Of Service Juneal C. Kerrick 
Notice Of Service Juneal C. Kerrick 
Objection to third party defendant aviation hall of fames motion for Juneal C. Kerrick 
reconsideration and motion for leave to amend (fax) 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc and Aviation Hall of Fame Inc's Reply to Juneal C. Kerrick 
Defendants' Opposition to Idaho Military Historical Society Inc and Aviation 
Hall of Fame Inc's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
Defendants Motion to Strike First Affidavit of J Kahle Bekcer in support of Juneal C. Kerrick 
idaho military historical society incs response to defendants motion for 
summary judgment and first affidavit of j kahle becker in support of idaho 
military historical society incs motion for partial summary judgment (fax) 
Memorandum in support of Defendants Motion to Strike First Affidavit of J Juneal C. Kerrick 
Kahle Bekcer in support of idaho military historical society incs response to 
defendants motion for summary judgment and first affidavit of j kahle 
becker in support of idaho military historical society incs motion for partial 
summary judgment (fax) 
Motion for an order to shorten time (fax) Juneal C. Kerrick 
Notice Of Hearing 1-13-11 (fax) Juneal C. Kerrick 
defendants reply to plainiffs response to defendants motion for summary Juneal C. Kerrick 
judgment (fax) 
defendants opposition to plaintiffs motion to strike defendants expert 
disclosures (fax) 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Idaho Military Historical Society, INc's and Idaho Aviation Hall of FAme Juneal C. Kerrick 
Objection to Defs Motion to shorten time 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 01/13/2011 09:00AM: District Juneal C. Kerrick 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
000007 
Date: 6/13/2012 
Time: 11:59 AM 
Page 8 of 11 
District Court- Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2009-0004047-C Current Judge: Juneal C. Kerrick 
User: RANDALL 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, etal. 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, ABC Corporations, Idaho Aviation 
Hall Of Fame Inc 
Date 
1/13/2011 
1/18/2011 
1/25/2011 
2/25/2011 
2/28/2011 
3/1/2011 
3/4/2011 
3/14/2011 
Other Claims 
Judge 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 01/13/2011 09:00AM: Motion Juneal C. Kerrick 
Held 3rd party def motn to reconsider/amend/ 
Motn partial summary Jmt & 
Plntff & 3rd Prty Def Motion to Strike Defs Expert Disclosures 
<«<Written Decision to be issued>>> 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 01/13/2011 09:00AM: District Juneal C. Kerrick 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 01/13/2011 09:00AM: Motion Juneal C. Kerrick 
Withdrawn «/defs motn to strike» 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 01/13/2011 09:00AM: Motion Juneal C. Kerrick 
Held Summary Jmt «<Written decision to be issued» 
Supplemental Affidavit of J. Hahle Becker in Support of Idaho Military Juneal C. Kerrick 
Historical Society, Inc's and Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc's Motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment and in Support of Idaho Military Historical 
Society, Inc's Response to Defendants' Motion for Summary Judgment 
Defendants Supplemental Expert Disclosure (fax) 
Order Re: Stipulation to Dismiss Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc. 
Order on Pltfs Motion for reconsideration and Motions for summary Jmt 
DENIED 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Civil Disposition entered for: Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, Defendant; Idaho Juneal C. Kerrick 
Aviation Hall Of Fame Inc, Defendant. Filing date: 1/25/2011 
Bench Memo Re: Plaintiffs Entitlement to Attorney Fees and Costs as 
Damages for Slander of Title 
Plaintiffs Supplemental Witness Disclosure 
Affidavit of Jon M. Steele in Support of Bench Memo Re: Plaintiff's 
Entitlement to Attorney Fees and Costs as Damages for Slander of Title 
PIUCounter Defs first proposed jury instructions and verdict form 
Stipulation for Court Trial (fax) 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 03/14/2011 09:00AM) def motn 
limine 
Notice Of Hearing 3/14/2011 (fax) 
Defendants Motion in Limine 
Memorandum in Support of Defendants Motion in Limine 
Affidavit of Michael J Hanby II in Support of Defendants Motion in Limine 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Response to Defendant's Motion in Limine: Plaintiffs Entitlement to Juneal C. Kerrick 
Attorney Fees and Costs as Damages for Slander of Title 
First Affidavit of J. Kahle Becker in Support of Plaintiffs Response to Juneal C. Kerrick 
Defendant's Motion in Limine: Plaintiffs Entitlement to Attorney Fees and 
Costs as Damages for Slander of Title 
Order RE: Stipulation for Court Trial Juneal C. Kerrick 
Notice Of Service of a Discovery Document (fax) Juneal C. Kerrick 
000008 
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Thi icial District Court - Canyon County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2009-0004047-C Current Judge: Juneal C. Kerrick 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, etal. 
User: RANDALL 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, ABC Corporations, Idaho Aviation 
Hall Of Fame Inc 
Date 
3/14/2011 
3/17/2011 
3/18/2011 
3/21/2011 
3/24/2011 
3/28/2011 
3/29/2011 
4/6/2011 
4/8/2011 
4/12/2011 
4/13/2011 
6/1/2011 
7/7/2011 
7/13/2011 
7/28/2011 
8/2/2011 
8/4/2011 
Other Claims 
Judge 
Hearing result for Court Trial held on 03/14/2011 09:30AM: District Court Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: total 880 pages 
(03/14/2011 260pgs, 03/15/2011280 pgs, 03/16/2011 330pgs) 
Hearing result for Court Trial held on 03/14/2011 09:30AM: Court Trial 
Started 3 Day « Concluded on 03/16/2011 » Court to issue a written 
rulin 
Estimated Costs on Appeal $2,860. 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Defendant's Motion for Directed Verdict (fax) Juneal C. Kerrick 
Idaho Military Historical Society lncs Response to Def Motion for a Directed Juneal C. Kerrick 
Verdict 
Notice of Compliance with Order for Defendants' Surrender of Posession of Juneal C. Kerrick 
Airplane (fax) 
Reply to Pit Response to Def Motion for Directed Verdict (fax 
Memorandum of attorney fees and costs for J Kahle Becker 
Memorandum of attorney fees and costs for Jon M Steele 
Brief in support of memorandum of attorney fees and cost 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc's post trial Brief 
Affidavit of J. kahle Becker in support of Idaho Military Historical Society 
Inc's post trial Brief 
Defendant's closing Brief 
Motion for an Order Striking the Affidavit of J Kahle Becker in support of 
Idaho Military Historical Societys Post Trial Brief (Fax 
Objection to Pit memo of Atty fees & costs (fax 
Idaho Military Historical Society, Inc's Response to Defendent's Closing 
Brief 
Order 
Findings of Fact Conclusions of Law and Order 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc's Motion to Amend Findings of Court 
(fax) 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc's Brief in Support of Motion to Amend 
Findings of Court (fax) 
Notice Of Hearing 8-4-11 (fax) 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 08/04/2011 09:00AM) pits motn to 
amend findings of court 
Opposition to Idaho Military Historical Society lncs Brief in Support of 
Motion to Amend Findings of Court (fax) 
Idaho Military Historical Society, INC.' reply to Defendant's Objection to 
Motion to amend findings of Court 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 08/04/2011 09:00AM: 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estima(j"Ql.}s~ 100 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Date: 6/13/2012 
Time: 11:59 AM 
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ROA Report 
Case: CV-2009-0004047-C Current Judge: Juneal C. Kerrick 
User: RANDALL 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, etal. 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, ABC Corporations, Idaho Aviation 
Half Of Fame Inc 
Date 
8/4/2011 
8/9/2011 
8/23/2011 
9/6/2011 
9/9/2011 
9/12/2011 
9/15/2011 
10/12/2011 
Other Claims 
Judge 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 08/04/2011 09:00AM: Juneal C. Kerrick 
Motion Held pits motn to amend findings of court **** Written Ruling to be 
issued***** 
Order on Plaintiffs Motion to Amend Findings-DENIED Juneal C. Kerrick 
Judgment 
Civil Disposition entered for: ABC Corporations, Defendant; Aeroplanes 
Over Idaho Inc, Defendant; Idaho Aviation Half Of Fame Inc, Defendant; 
Maslen, Holbrook, Defendant; Idaho Military Historical Society Inc, Plaintiff. 
Filing date: 8/9/2011 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Case Status Changed: Closed Juneal C. Kerrick 
Supplemental Memorandum of Attorney Fees and Costs for Jon M Steele Juneal C. Kerrick 
Supplemental Memorandum of Attorney Fees and Costs for J Kahle Becker Juneal C. Kerrick 
Brief in Support of Supplemental Memorandum of Attorney Fees and 
Costs 
Notice Of Hearing 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 11/10/2011 09:00AM) 
Counterdefendants Supplemental Memorandum of Attorney Fees and 
Costs 
Case Status Changed: Closed pending clerk action 
Objection to Plaintiffs Claim of Attorney Fees and Costs 
Objection to Plaintiffs Claim of Attorney Fees and Costs 
Notice Of Service 
Motion for Protective Order, Motion to Quash and Motion for Sanctions 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Affidavit of Kevin E Dinius in Support of Motion for Protective Order, Motion Juneal C. Kerrick 
to Quash and Motion for Sanctions 
Memorandum in Support of Motion for Protective Order, Motion to Quash Juneal C. Kerrick 
and Motion for Sanctions 
Notice Of Hearing 10-12-11 Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 10/12/2011 09:00AM) defs motn for Juneal C. Kerrick 
protective order, motion to quash, & motn for sanctions 
First Affidavit of J. Kahle Becker in Support Plaintiffs Fourth Motion to Juneal C. Kerrick 
Compel and Objection to Defendants' Motion for Protective Order 
Brief in Support of Plaintiffs Fourth Motion to Compel and Objection to Juneal C. Kerrick 
Defendant's Motion for Protective Order 
Plaintiff's Fourth Motion to Compel 
Notice Of Hearing 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 10/12/2011 09:00AM: 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled .on 10/12/2011 09:00AM: 
Motion Held defs motn for protective order, motion to quash, & motn for 
sanctions and fourtth motion to compel 000010 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Date: 6/13/2012 
Time: 11:59 AM 
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ROAReport 
Case: CV-2009-0004047-C Current Judge: Juneal C. Kerrick 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, etal. 
User: RANDALL 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, ABC Corporations, Idaho Aviation 
Hall Of Fame Inc 
Date 
10/12/2011 
10/18/2011 
11/10/2011 
12/28/2011 
1/10/2012 
1/11/2012 
2/1/2012 
2/9/2012 
3/20/2012 
4/30/2012 
Other Claims 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 10/12/2011 09:00AM: 
Motion Denied «< Plaintiffs Fourth Motion to Compel»> «Court 
reserved ruling with regard to Defendant's Motion for Sanctions and 
Protective Order>>> 
Order (Mo to Compel Denied 1 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 11/10/2011 09:00AM: 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: KathyKiemtson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Judge 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 11/10/2011 09:00 AM: Juneal C. Kerrick 
Motion Held Counterdefendants Supplemental Memorandum of Attorney 
Fees and Costs ««Written Decision to be issued»» 
Order on Defendants Objection to Plaintiffs Claimed Costs and Attorney 
Fees 
Def Motion for Reconsideration or Clarification (fax 
Memorandum in support of Def Motion for Reconsideration or clarification 
(fax 
Notice Of Hearing 2-9-12 (fax 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 02/09/2012 09:00AM) Def mo for 
Reconsideration 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Amended Judgment $73,675.00 Juneal C. Kerrick 
Plaintiffs Response to Def Motion for Reconsideration or Clarification Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 02/09/2012 09:00AM: Juneal C. Kerrick 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Laura Whiting 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 02/09/2012 09:00AM: Juneal C. Kerrick 
Motion Held Def mo for Reconsideration ««Written ruling to be 
issued>>> 
Order on Defendants Motion for Reconsideration Attorney Fees Juneal C. Kerrick 
Filing: L4 -Appeal, Civil appeal or cross-appeal to Supreme Court Paid Juneal C. Kerrick 
by: Dinius, Kevin E (attorney for Maslen, Holbrook) Receipt number: 
0027885 Dated: 4/30/2012 Amount: $101.00 (Check) For: Aeroplanes 
Over Idaho Inc (defendant) and Maslen, Holbrook (defendant) 
Bond Posted- Cash (Receipt 27886 Dated 4/30/2012 for 100.00) clerks Juneal C. Kerrick 
record 
Appealed To The Supreme Court 
Notice of Appeal to Supreme Court 
000011. 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
J. KAHLE BECKER, ISB # 7408 
Attorney at Law 
1020 W. Main Street, Suite 400 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Phone: (208) 333-1403 
Fax: (208) 343-3246 
Email: kahle@kahlebeckerlaw.com 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
F I,L ED 
s- A.M. d ~,30 P.M. 
APR 1 6 2009 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
K CANNON, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL 
SOCIETY, INC. 
Plaintiffs, 
vs. 
HOLBROOK MASLEN, an individual; 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an 
Idaho corporation; DOES I-V; and ABC 
CORPORATIONS I-V, 
Defendants. 
) 
) Case No. C:J,I ~ c:;,Ci- 'to4-l-c....--
) 
) COMPLAINT FOR CLAIM AND 
) DELIVERY PURSUANT TO 
) IDAHO CODE § 8-302 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
COMES NOW the above named Plaintiff, by and through its attorney of record, J. Kahle 
Becker, and for causes of action against Defendants, complain and allege as follows: 
I 
PARTIES 
1. Plaintiff Idaho Military Historical Society, Inc., is a corporation incorporated under the 
laws of the state ofldaho with its principal place ofbusiness at 4040 W. Guard Street, 
Boise, ID 83 705. 
COMPLAINT FOR CLAIM AND DELIVERY PURSUANT TO IDAHO CODE§ 8-302, P. 1 
000012 ORIGINAL 
2. Defendant Holbrook Maslen is an individual who at all times relevant to this action was 
and is a resident of Ada County, Idaho. 
3. Defendant, Aeroplanes Over Idaho, Inc., is a corporation incorporated under the laws of 
the state of Idaho with its principal place of business at 5118 Hubler Lane, Caldwell, ID 
83605. 
4. Does 1-5 are unknown to Plaintiff at this time. At such time as Plaintiff discovers their 
identity it will seek leave from the Court to amend its Complaint by adding them as 
Defendants. 
5. ABC Corporations 1-5 are unknown to Plaintiff at this time. At such time as Plaintiff 
discovers their identity it will seek leave from the Court to amend its Complaint by adding 
them as Defendants. 
II 
JURISDICTION AND VENUE 
6. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction over this action pursuant to and by virtue of 
Idaho Code § 1-705 and other applicable laws and rules. The damages herein exceed 
$10,000. 
7. This Court has personal jurisdiction over the above named Defendant pursuant to and by 
virtue ofldaho Code§ 5-514 and other applicable laws and rules. 
8. Venue is proper in Canyon County pursuant to and by virtue of Idaho Code § 5-404 and 
other applicable laws and rules. 
COMPLAINT FOR CLAIM AND DELIVERY PURSUANT TO IDAHO CODE§ 8-302, P. 2 
000013 
III 
FACTUAL ALLECATIONS 
9. Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc. was the owner of a certain Fairchild PT-23 aircraft 
(N60994), Serial number 240, a unique and historic, fixed wing, single engine aircraft. 
10. Holbrook Maslen was a member of the Board ofTrustees of the Idaho Aviation Hall of 
Fame, Inc. at all times relevant hereto. 
11. On or about November 30, 2005, the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame was in need of storage 
space for the Fairchild PT-23 aircraft. 
12. Holbrook Maslen and/or Aeroplanes Over Idaho volunteered to provide storage for the 
Fairchild PT-23 aircraft. 
13. On or about November 30, 2005, The Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc. accepted 
Holbrook Maslen and/or Aeroplanes Over Idaho's offer to provide storage for the 
Fairchild PT-23 aircraft. 
14. On or about February 13,2006, The Idaho Aviation Hall ofF arne deposited the Fairchild 
PT -23 aircraft for safekeeping with Defendants. 
15. The Fairchild PT-23 aircraft is currently housed in a hanger at the Caldwell Airport under 
the control of Defendants. 
16. To the best of Plaintiffs knowledge, The Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame never executed any 
contract with Defendants for storage, insurance, or maintenance, or agreed to pay storage, 
insurance, or maintenance charges for the safekeeping of the Fairchild PT-23 aircraft. 
17. Defendants have not produced a contract executed by the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame 
requiring payment for storage, insurance, or maintenance charges or the safekeeping of the 
Fairchild PT-23 aircraft. 
COMPLAINT FOR CLAIM AND DELIVERY PURSUANT TO IDAHO CODE§ 8-302, P. 3 
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18. That on June 3, 2008, the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame transferred title of said aircraft to 
Plaintiff. 
19. A copy of the instrument transferring title ofthe Fairchild PT-23 aircraft to Plaintiff is 
attached hereto as Exhibit A. 
20. Plaintiff never executed any contract with Defendants for storage, insurance, or 
maintenance, or agreed to pay storage, insurance, or maintenance charges for the 
safekeeping ofthe Fairchild PT-23 aircraft. 
21. The Fairchild PT-23 aircraft was not taken for a tax, assessment, or fine, pursuant to a 
statute; or seized under an execution against the property of Plaintiff. 
IV 
COUNT I 
22. Plaintiffs restate and re-allege the preceding paragraphs and incorporate them herein by 
reference as though fully set forth. 
23. That on June 3, 2008 Plaintiff was, and now is, the owner and entitled to the immediate 
possession of the following described personal property, to-wit: a Fairchild PT -23 aircraft. 
24. That on AprilS, 2009 before commencement of this action, at the above-mentioned place, 
Plaintiff demanded of Defendants possession of said personal property, but Defendants 
refused and still refuse to deliver possession thereof. 
25. That Defendants refuse to deliver said aircraft to Plaintiff, and threaten to conceal, dispose 
of, or injure the same, if required to deliver it up. 
26. That no pecuniary damages would be an adequate compensation to Plaintiff for the loss of 
said aircraft as it is a unique property which cannot be replaced by money. 
COMPLAINT FOR CLAIM AND DELIVERY PURSUANT TO IDAHO CODE§ 8-302, P. 4 
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WHEREFORE Plaintiff prays judgment against Defendants 
1. That Defendants be restrained by Injunction from disposing of, injuring, or 
concealing the said aircraft from Plaintiff. 
2. That a Writ be issued pursuant to I.C. § 8-302 requiring Defendants return the 
same to Plaintiff. 
DATED this t b day of April2009. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
COMPLAINT FOR CLAIM AND DELIVERY PURSUANT TO IDAHO CODE§ 8-302, P. 5 
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L.UO 00.5-0000 p.l 
1\f-'l 1_,. VV U£..,"-t'-f-' 
V V llllellll V. lVI !IItH 
··--·' ~ J.' W\..'._'.._'1 ,t,;,L..t u.tJ rm F:\X N·J. F. o,..·'i • -I 
VERIFICATION 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
:ss 
County of Ada ) 
Russell Trebby after being first duly sworn, deposes &id says as foUows: 
That he is the President ofthe Idaho Military Historical Society, Inc. the Plaintiff 
in the foregoing COYIPLAINT FOR CLAIM AND DELIVERY PURSUANT TO 
IDAHO CODE § 8-30Z, that he has read the and believes the facts stated therein 
are tme based upon his own infonnation and belief. 
IN 'WITNESS WHEREOF, Plaintiff has sethls hand and sea11he day and year first 
above written 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORJCAL SOCIETY 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
:ss 
County of Ada ) 
On this ;,J day of April, in the year 2009, before me ~(L..{ ftt. Cra LL , a 
notary public, personally appeared RUSSELL TREBBY known or identified to me to be 
the President of the cotporation that executed the instrument and acknowledged to me 
that such corporation executed the same. 
Residing at: J .fl-Notary Public or;r'~ (!, -. 
Commission eiPireS - / !f/;!f!oz ?/ 
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IDAHO AVIATION HALL OF FAJ.VIE, INC 
CERTIFICATE OF RESOLUTION 
OF 
IDAHO AVIATION HALL OFF AME, TNC 
The undersigned, Harry Sauerwein, does hereby certify: 
That said Harry Sauenvein is, and at all times herein mentioned was, the duly 
elected and qualified Secretary of Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, hereinafter referred to as 
the "fAI-IOF". 
That at a special meeting of the Board of Directors of the IAHOF duly held for 
the transaction of business of the IAHOF at 5"00 o'clock p.m., MDT, on Thursday, May 
29111, 2008, at which meeting there were at all times personally or teJephonicaUy present 
and participating a quorum of the members of the Board of Directors of the IAHOF, 
namely, Gus Hein, Gene Nora Jessen, Ray Short, Joe Corlett, Carlyle Briggs and Harry 
Sauerwein. Also present were Rick Johnson, President of the Idaho Military Historical 
Society (IMHS), Bill Miller, Secretary of the IMHS and Ken Swanson of the Idaho State 
Historical Society (ISHS). Former IAHOF President, Barbara Ady of Palm 
Springs, CA was the guest of Gene Nora Jessen at the meeting. Following extensive 
discussion, on motion made by Sauerwein, seconded by Hein, with Steele, Sauerwein, 
Short, Hein, Jessen, and Corlett voting to approve the motion and Briggs abstainjng, the 
following Resolution was adopted, recorded in the minutes of the IAHOF, and remains in 
fulJ force and effect: 
RESOLVED, that the IAHOF donate the artifacts and Davis Wing to the Idaho State 
Historical Society and the PT-23 to the Idaho Military Historical Society effective June 2, 
2008. 
The foregoing Resolution was duly adopted and approved by the Board of 
Directors as the official act of the IAHOF on the day above indicated and is now in full 
force and effect and is not contrary to or inconsistent with any provisions of the Articles 
of Incorporation or the Bylaws of the IAHOF. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned hereby certitl.es that the foregoing is a 
true and correct statement of said resolution and has executed this certificate on this th 
day of June, 2008. 
rDAHO AVIATION HALL OFF AME, INC 
By 
ein, Corporate Secretary 
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J. KAHLE BECKER, ISB # 7408 
Attorney at Law 
1020 W. Main Street, Suite 400 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Phone: (208) 333-1403 
Fax: (208) 343-3246 
Email: kahle@kahlebeckerlaw.com 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL 
SOCIETY, INC. 
Plaintiffs, 
vs. 
HOLBROOK MASLEN, an individual; 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an 
Idaho corporation; DOES I-V; and ABC 
CORPORATIONS I-V, 
Defendants. 
) 
) Case No. CV 09-4047-C 
) 
) FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR 
) CLAIM AND DELIVERY, SLANDER OF 
) TITLE, AND QUIET TITLE 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
COMES NOW the above named Plaintiff, by and through its attorney of record, J. Kahle 
Becker, and for causes of action against Defendants, and complains and alleges as follows: 
I 
PARTIES 
1. Plaintiff Idaho Military Historical Society, Inc., is a corporation incorporated under the 
laws of the state ofldaho with its principal place ofbusiness at 4040 W. Guard Street, 
Boise, ID 83705. 
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2. Defendant Holbrook Maslen is an individual who at all times relevant to this action was 
and is a resident of Ada County, Idaho. 
3. Defendant, Aeroplanes Over Idaho, Inc., is a corporation incorporated under the laws of 
the state ofldaho with its principal place ofbusiness at 5118 Hubler Lane, Caldwell, ID 
83605. 
4. Does 1-5 are unknown to Plaintiff at this time. At such time as Plaintiff discovers their 
identity it will seek leave from the Court to amend its Complaint by adding them as 
Defendants. 
5. ABC Corporations 1-5 are unknown to Plaintiff at this time. At such time as Plaintiff 
discovers their identity it will seek leave from the Court to amend its Complaint by adding 
them as Defendants. 
II 
JURISDICTION AND VENUE 
6. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction over this action pursuant to and by virtue of 
Idaho Code § 1-705 and other applicable laws and rules. The damages herein exceed 
$10,000. 
7. This Court has personal jurisdiction over the above named Defendants pursuant to and by 
virtue ofldaho Code§ 5-514 and other applicable laws and rules. 
8. Venue is proper in Canyon County pursuant to and by virtue of Idaho Code § 5-404 and 
other applicable laws and rules. 
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III 
FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 
9. Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc. was the owner of a certain Fairchild PT-23 aircraft 
(N60994), Serial number 240, a unique and historic, fixed wing, single engine aircraft. 
10. Holbrook Maslen was a member of the Board ofTrustees ofthe Idaho Aviation Hall of 
Fame, Inc. at all times relevant hereto. 
11. On or about November 30, 2005, the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame was in need of storage 
space for the Fairchild PT-23 aircraft. 
12. Holbrook Maslen and/or Aeroplanes Over Idaho volunteered to provide free storage for 
the Fairchild PT -23 aircraft. 
13. On or about November 30, 2005, The Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc. accepted 
Holbrook Maslen and/or Aeroplanes Over Idaho's offer to provide free storage for the 
Fairchild PT -23 aircraft. 
14. On or about February 13,2006, The Idaho Aviation Hall ofFame deposited the Fairchild 
PT-23 aircraft for safekeeping with Defendants. 
15. The Fairchild PT -23 aircraft is currently housed in a hanger at the Caldwell Airport under 
the control of Defendants. 
16. The Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame never executed any contract with Defendants for 
storage, insurance, or maintenance, or agreed to pay storage, insurance, or maintenance 
charges for the safekeeping of the Fairchild PT-23 aircraft. 
17. Defendants have not produced a contract executed by the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame 
requiring payment for storage, insurance, or maintenance charges or the safekeeping of the 
Fairchild PT -23 aircraft. 
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18. That on June 3, 2008, the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame transferred title of said aircraft to 
Plaintiff. 
19. A copy of the instrument transferring title ofthe Fairchild PT-23 aircraft to Plaintiff is 
attached hereto as Exhibit A. 
20. Plaintiff never executed any contract with Defendants for storage, insurance, or 
maintenance, or agreed to pay storage, insurance, or maintenance charges for the 
safekeeping ofthe Fairchild PT-23 aircraft. 
21. The Fairchild PT -23 aircraft was not taken for a tax, assessment, or fine, pursuant to a 
statute; or seized under an execution against the property of Plaintiff. 
22. Defendants sent a false "claim oflien" to the Federal Aviation Administration on August 
28, 2008, claiming they were entitled to costs for storing, insuring, & maintaining the 
subject aircraft. 
23. Defendants continue to falsely claim they have a "possessory lien" claiming they were 
entitled to costs for storing, insuring, & maintaining the subject aircraft. 
IV 
COUNT I 
CLAlM AND DELIVERY 
24. Plaintiff restates andre-alleges the preceding paragraphs and incorporates them herein by 
reference as though fully set forth. 
25. That on June 3, 2008 Plaintiff was, and now is, the owner and entitled to the immediate 
possession of the following described personal property, to-wit: a Fairchild PT -23 aircraft. 
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26. That on April 8, 2009, before commencement of this action, at the above-mentioned 
place, Plaintiff demanded of Defendants possession of said personal property, but 
Defendants refused and still refuse to deliver possession thereof. 
27. That Defendants refuse to deliver said aircraft to Plaintiff, and threaten to conceal, dispose 
of, or injure the same, if required to deliver it up. 
28. That no pecuniary damages would be an adequate compensation to Plaintiff for the loss of 
said aircraft as it is a unique property which cannot be replaced by money. However, 
Plaintiff's believe the property to be valued in excess of$60,000. 
29. Plaintiff is entitled to immediate possession and control of its property; namely the 
Fairchild PT -23 Aircraft. 
30. That Plaintiffhas retained the services of J. Kahle Becker for purposes of bringing this 
lawsuit and is entitled to recover reasonable attorneys' fees and costs of suit. 
v 
COUNT II 
SLANDER OF TITLE 
31. Plaintiff restates andre-alleges the preceding paragraphs and incorporates them herein by 
reference as though fully set forth. 
32. Defendants have made false and slanderous statements to the Federal Aviation 
Administration by way of sending an improper and false "lien" to their attention. 
33. Plaintiff and the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame have made numerous written and verbal 
requests to Defendants for the return of said airplane. 
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34. Defendant has refused to surrender said airplane and has refused to expunge its false 
"lien" with the FAA or its false "possessory lien." 
3 5. Plaintiff avers on information and belief that the FAA will not provide the documentation 
which would enable Plaintiff to operate said airplane so long as Defendants' false "liens" 
continue to slander and cloud the title of said airplane. 
36. Plaintiffhas suffered and will continue to suffer damages to be proven at trial as a result 
of Defendants' malicious slander of and cloud on the title of said airplane. 
3 7. Plaintiff is entitled to an award of damages in an amount to be proven at trial. 
38. Plaintiffhas retained the services of J. Kahle Becker for purposes ofbringing this lawsuit 
and is entitled to recover reasonable attorneys' fees and costs of suit. 
VI 
COUNT III 
QUIET TITLE 
3 9. Plaintiff restates andre-alleges the preceding paragraphs and incorporates them herein by 
reference as though fully set forth. 
40. Defendants sent a false "claim oflien" to the Federal Aviation Administration on August 
28, 2008 claiming they were entitled to costs for storing, insuring, & maintaining the 
subject aircraft. 
41. Defendants continue to falsely claim they have a "possessory lien" and falsely allege they 
are entitled to costs for storing, insuring, & maintaining the subject aircraft. 
42. Plaintiff is the rightful owner of and holds title to said aircraft. 
43. Defendants have no ownership interest in the subject aircraft. 
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44. Defendants have no contractual basis for asserting that they were entitled to costs for 
storing, insuring, & maintaining the subject aircraft sufficient to support their filing a lien 
of any sort. 
45. Plaintiffhas retained the services of J. Kahle Becker for purposes of bringing this lawsuit 
and is entitled to recover reasonable attorneys' fees and costs of suit. 
WHEREFORE Plaintiff prays judgment against Defendants 
1. That Defendants be restrained by Injunction from disposing of, injuring, or 
concealing the said aircraft from Plaintiff. 
2. That an Order be issued requiring Defendants return said aircraft and any and all 
related log books or other necessary documentation to Plaintiff. 
3. That an Order be issued expunging any and all claims, liens, or interests 
Defendant's may have or allege to have in the subject airplane and quieting title of 
the same in Plaintiffs. 
4. That Plaintiffbe awarded its attorneys' fees and costs. 
5. That in the event Defendants have destroyed, lost, or refuse to return the subject 
airplane that Plaintiffs be awarded $60,000. 
6. That Plaintiff be awarded such other special damages or further relief as may be 
proven. 
DATEDthis ~ day of July 2009. 
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STATE OF IDAHO ) 
:ss 
County of Ada ) 
VERIFICATION 
Russell Trebby after being first duly sworn, deposes and says as follows: 
That he is the President of the Idaho Military Historical Society, Inc. the Plaintiff 
in the foregoing FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR CLAIM AND DELIVERY, 
SLANDER OF TITLE, AND QUIET TITLE, that he has read the and believes the 
facts stated therein are true based upon his own information and belief. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Plaintiff has set his hand and seal the day and year first 
above written 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
:ss 
County of Ada ) 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL SOCIETY 
On thisc)q day of July, in the year 2009, before me loRPMJL lp,CROI V= , a notary 
public, personally appeared RUSSELL TREBBY known or identified to me to be the 
President of the corporation that executed the instrument and acknowledged to me that 
such corporation executed the same. 
~~Ct~ atar;PlibiiCfOTO 
Residing at: ~I :S 'L T'D A H 'b 
Commission expires 5} o f / ;;;;).0 I Lf 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
L 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on this _Q__ day of August 2009, a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR CLAIM AND DELIVERY, 
SLANDER OF TITLE, AND QUIET TITLE, was served up/opposing counsel as follows: 
Kevin E. Dinius / US Mail 
MORROW DINIUS 
5680 E. Franklin Road, Suite 220 
Nampa, Idaho 83687-7901 
Attorney for Defendants 
--
____J>ersonal Delivery 
/Facsimile 
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IDAHO AVIATION HALL OF FA1\1E, INC 
CERTIFICATE OF RESOLUTION 
OF 
IDAHO AVIATION HALL OFF AM£, TNC 
The undersigned, Harry Sauenvein, does hereby certify: 
That said Harry Sauen.vein is, and at all times herein mentioned was, the duly 
elected and qualified Secretary of Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, hereinafter referred to as 
the "IAHOF". 
That at a special meeting of the Board of Directors of the IAHOF duly held for 
the transaction of business of the IAHOF at 5"00 o'clock p.m., MDT, on Thursday, ivlay 
29t\ 2008, at which meeting there were at all times personally or telephonically present 
and participating a quorum of the members of the Board of Directors of the IAHOF, 
namely, Gus Hein, Gene Nora Jessen, Ray Short, Joe Corlett, Carlyle Briggs and Harry 
Sauerwein. Also present were Rick Johnson, President of the Idaho Military Historical 
Society (IMHS), Bill Miller, Secretary of the IMHS and Ken Swanson. of the Idaho State 
Historical Society (ISHS). Former IAHOF President, Barbara Ady of Palm 
Springs, CA was the guest of Gene Nora Jessen at the meeting. Following extensive 
discussion, on motion made by Sauerwein, seconded by Hein, with Steele, Sauen.vein, 
Short, Hein, Jessen, and Corlett voting to approve the motion and Briggs abstairung, the 
following Resolution was adopted, recorded in the minutes of the IAHOF, and remains in 
full force and effect: 
RESOLVED, that the IAHOF donate the artifacts and Davis Wing to the Idaho State 
Historical Society and the PT-23 to the Idaho Military Historical Society effective June 2, 
2008. 
The foregoing Resolution was duly adopted and approved by the Board of 
Directors as the official act of the IAHOF on the day above indicated and is now in full 
force and effect and is not contrary to or inconsistent with any provisions of the Anicles 
of Incorporation or the Bylaws of the IAHOF. 
IN \V1TNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned hereby certit!es that the foregoing is a 
true and correct statement of said resolution and has executed this certificate on this _th 
day of June, 2008. 
tDAHO AVIATION HALL OFF AME, I:-lC 
By ~-WZ~ ~(3/o8 
ein, Corporate Secretary 
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Kevin E. Dinius 
Michael J. Hanby II 
DINIUS LAW 
5680 E. Franklin Rd., Suite 130 
Nampa, ID 83687 
Telephone: (208) 475-0100 
Facsimile: (208) 475-0101 
ISB Nos. 5974,7997 
kdinius@diniuslaw. com 
mhanby@diniuslaw. com 
F I A.k ~9.M. 
AUG 2 8 2009 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
K CANNON, DEPUTY 
Attorney for Defendants/Counterclaimants/Third Party Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL 
SOCIETY, INC., 
Plaintiff, 
-vs-
HOLBROOK MASLEN, an individual; 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an 
Idaho corporation; DOES I-V; and ABC 
CORPORATIONS I-V, 
Defendants. 
HOLBROOK MASLEN, an individual; 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an 
Idaho corporation, 
Counterclaimants, 
-vs-
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CV09-4047-C 
ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, 
THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT 
AND DEMAND FOR JURY 
TRIAL 
Fee Category: J-5 
Filing Fee: $14.00 
ORIGINAL 
ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, THIRD PARTY COMPL"()l(J()~29MAND FOR JURY TRIAL- 1 
I, 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL 
SOCIETY, INC., 
Counterdefendant, 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an 
Idaho corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
-vs-
IDAHO AVIATION HALL OF FAME, 
INC., an Idaho corporation, 
Third Party Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
COMES NOW, HOLBROOK MASLEN and AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC. 
("Defendants"), by and through their attorneys of record, the law firm of Dinius & Associates, 
PLLC, and for answer to Plaintiffs First Amended Complaint for Claim and Delivery, Slander 
of Title, and Quiet Title (hereinafter, "Amended Complaint"), ADMIT, DENY, AND ALLEGE 
as follows: 
INTRODUCTION 
The following defenses are not stated separately as to each claim for relief or allegation 
of Plaintiff. Nevertheless, the following defenses are applicable, where appropriate, to any and 
all of Plaintiffs claims for relief. Defendants, in asserting the following defenses, do not admit 
that the burden of proving the allegations or denials contained in the defenses is upon 
Defendants, but, to the contrary, assert that by reason of said denials, and by reason of relevant 
statutory and judicial authority, the burden of proving the facts relevant to many of the defenses 
and affirmative defenses and the burden of proving the inverse of the allegations contained in 
many of the defenses and affirmative defenses is upon the Plaintiff. Moreover, Defendants do 
not admit, in asserting any defense, any responsibility or liability but, to the contrary, specifically 
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deny any and all allegations of responsibility and liability contained in Plaintiffs Amended 
Complaint. 
FIRST DEFENSE 
Plaintiffs Amended Complaint fails to state a cause of action against Defendants 
on which relief may be granted. 
SECOND DEFENSE 
Defendants deny each and every allegation contained in Plaintiff=s Amended 
Complaint on file herein not specifically admitted herein. 
THIRD DEFENSE 
1. Defendants are without sufficient information or knowledge to either admit or 
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 1 of the Plaintiffs Amended Complaint and 
therefore deny the same. 
2. Defendants admit the allegations contained in Paragraph 2 of the Plaintiffs 
Amended Complaint. 
3. Defendants admit the allegations contained m Paragraph 3 of the Plaintiffs 
Amended Complaint. 
4. Defendants are without sufficient information or knowledge to either admit or 
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 4 of the Plaintiffs Amended Complaint and 
therefore deny the same. 
5. Defendants are without sufficient information or knowledge to either admit or 
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 5 of the Plaintiffs Amended Complaint and 
therefore deny the same. 
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JURISDICTION AND VENUE 
6. In answer to Paragraph 6 of the Plaintiffs Amended Complaint, Defendant admits 
only that this Court has subject matter jurisdiction over this action. 
7. Defendants admit the allegations contained in Paragraph 7 of the Plaintiffs 
Amended Complaint. 
8. Defendants admit the allegations contained m Paragraph 8 of the Plaintiffs 
Amended Complaint. 
FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 
9. In answer to Paragraph 9 of the Plaintiffs Amended Complaint, Defendants admit 
only that Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc. was the owner of a certain Fairchild PT -23 aircraft 
(N60994), Serial number 240, fixed wing, single engine aircraft. Defendants deny the remaining 
allegations contained therein. 
10. Defendants admit the allegations contained in Paragraph 10 of the Plaintiffs 
Amended Complaint. 
11. Defendants admit the allegations contained in Paragraph 11 of the Plaintiffs 
Amended Complaint. 
12. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 12 of the Plaintiffs 
Amended Complaint. 
13. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 13 of the Plaintiffs 
Amended Complaint. 
14. In answer to Paragraph 14, Defendants admit only that the Fairchild Aircraft was 
delivered to Defendants. 
15. Defendants admit the allegations contained in Paragraph 15 of the Plaintiffs 
Amended Complaint. 
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16. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 16 of the Plaintiffs 
Amended Complaint. 
17. In answer to Paragraph 17 of the Plaintiffs Amended Complaint, Defendants 
admit only that they have not produced a contracted executed by Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame. 
Defendants deny the remaining allegations contained therein. 
18. Defendants are without sufficient information or knowledge to either admit or 
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 18 of the Plaintiffs Amended Complaint and 
therefore deny the same. 
19. In answer to Paragraph 19, Defendants admit only that a certificate of resolution 
is attached as Exhibit A. Defendants deny the remaining allegations contained therein. 
20. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 20. 
21. Defendants admit the allegations of Paragraph 21. 
22. Defendants deny the allegation that the claim of lien was "false." Defendants 
admit only that a claim of lien was sent to the Federal Aviation Administration on August 28, 
2008 entitling Defendants to costs associated with maintaining the aircraft. 
23. Defendants deny the allegation that Defendants claim to a possessory lien is false. 
CLAIM AND DELIVERY 
24. Defendants reallege and incorporate the preceding paragraphs of this Answer as if 
they were fully set forth herein. 
25. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 25 of Plaintiffs Amended 
Complaint. 
26. In answer to Paragraph 26, Defendants admit only that Defendants refuse to 
deliver possession of the aircraft. Defendants deny the remaining allegations contained therein. 
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27. In answer to Paragraph 27, Defendants admit only that Defendants refuse to 
deliver possession of the aircraft. Defendants deny the remaining allegations contained therein. 
28. Defendants deny the allegations containe4 in Paragraph 28 of Plaintiffs Amended 
Complaint. 
29. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 29 of Plaintiffs Amended 
Complaint. 
30. Defendants deny the allegations that they are entitled to recover attorney's fees 
and costs. 
SLANDER OF TITLE 
31. Defendants reallege and incorporate the preceding paragraphs of this Answer as if 
they were fully set forth herein. 
32. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 32 of Plaintiffs Amended 
Complaint. 
33. Defendants admit the allegations contained m Paragraph 33 of Plaintiffs 
Amended Complaint. 
34. In answer to Paragraph 34 of Plaintiffs Amended Complaint, Defendants admit 
only that Defendants refuse to deliver the aircraft and expunge it lien. Defendants deny the 
remaining allegations contained therein. 
35. Defendants are without sufficient information or knowledge to either admit or 
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 35 of the Plaintiffs Amended Complaint and 
therefore deny the same. 
36. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 36 of Plaintiffs Amended 
Complaint. 
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3 7. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 3 7 of Plaintiff's Amended 
Complaint. 
38. Defendants deny the allegations that they are entitled to recover attorney's fees 
and costs. 
QUIET TITLE 
39. Defendants reallege and incorporate the preceding paragraphs of this Answer as if 
they were fully set forth herein. 
40. Defendants admit only that it sent a claim of lien to the Federal Aviation 
Administration on August 28, 2008 for costs associated with maintaining the aircraft. 
Defendants deny the remaining allegations contained therein. 
41. Defendants deny that its claim to a possessory lien is "false." 
42. Defendants are without sufficient information or knowledge to either admit or 
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 35 of the Plaintiff's Amended Complaint and 
therefore deny the same. 
43. In answer to Paragraph 43 of Plaintiff's Amended Complaint, Defendants admit 
only that they are not the owners of the aircraft. 
44. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 44 of Plaintiff's Amended 
Complaint. 
45. Defendants deny the allegations that they are entitled to recover attorney's fees 
and costs. 
PRAYER 
In response to the prayer contained on page 7 of the Plaintiff's Amended Complaint and 
to the extent that Plaintiff's prayer attempts to allege facts or state claims for relief against 
Defendants, Defendants deny the contents of the prayer in its entirety. 
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FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
The facts alleged by Plaintiff fail to state a claim upon which relief may be granted. 
SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Defendant Maslen Holbrook is not a proper party to this action. 
THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Plaintiff is not the real party in interest, contrary to Rule 17 of the Idaho Rules of Civil 
Procedure, with reference to Plaintiffs claim. 
FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Plaintiff has failed to join an indispensable patty to this action. 
FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
That the Defendant is now and was at all times mentioned in the Plaintiffs Amended 
Complaint non-profit institution and Defendants' liability is accordingly thereby limited. 
SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
That Plaintiff has failed to take reasonable steps to mitigate the claimed or alleged 
damage. 
SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
That the Plaintiff was guilty of laches and unreasonable delay in bringing this action and 
in asserting any cause of action against defendant and that such laches and unreasonable delay 
were without good cause and substantially prejudiced the Defendants. 
EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Plaintiffs claims are barred by the doctrines of waiver and estoppel. 
FUTURE AMENDMENTS TO PLEADINGS 
Defendants have been unable to complete discovery, the ultimate result of which may 
disclose the existence of further and additional defenses that are relevant and germane to this 
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litigation. Defendants therefore reserve the right to seek leave of this Court to amend their 
answer if deemed appropriate. 
COUNTERCLAIM 
COMES NOW, Counterclaimant Aeroplanes Over Idaho, Inc. (hereinafter "AOI"), by 
and through its counsel of record, Dinius & Associates, PLLC, and for a cause of action against 
Counterdefendant Idaho Military Historical Society, Inc. (hereinafter, "IMHS"), complains and 
alleges as follows: 
1. Counterclaimant, AOI, is a non-profit corporation incorporated under the laws of 
the state of Idaho with its principal place of business at 5118 Hubler Lane, Caldwell, Idaho 
83605. 
2. Counterdefendant IMHS is a corporation incorporated under the laws of the state 
ofldaho with it principal place of business at 4040 W. Guard Street, Boise, ID 83705. 
3. Jurisdiction is proper in this Court pursuant to Idaho Code§ 1-705 and/or Idaho 
Code§ 5-514. 
4. Venue is proper in Canyon County pursuant to Idaho Code § 5-404. 
FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 
5. In 2005, the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc. ("Hall of Fame"), owned a 
Fairchild PT-23 aircraft (N60994), serial number 240 ("the aircraft"). 
6. Holbrook Maslen ("Maslen") is the President of AOI. 
7. Maslen has been a member of the Board of Trustees of the Hall of Fame since 
approximately 1992. 
8. In November 2005, the Hall of Fame was having financial difficulties and could 
no longer afford to store, maintain, and insure the aircraft and other miscellaneous items 
associated with the aircraft. 
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9. In 2005, the Hall of Fame and AOI entered into discussions wherein it was 
contemplated that AOI and the Hall of Fame would form an alliance where AOI would provide 
the "hands on experience" in displaying certain aircraft. 
10. AOI took possession of the aircraft on or about February 13, 2006. 
11. From that date to present, AOI paid to insure the aircraft. 
12. From that date to present, AOI has incurred costs for storage of the aircraft and 
miscellaneous items. 
13. From that date to present, AOI has incurred maintenance costs associated with the 
aircraft. 
14. From February 2006 through the beginning of 2008, AOI and the Hall of Fame 
continued discussing the association. 
15. It was the understanding of AOI that it would title to the aircraft would be 
transferred to AOI or, in the alternative, that AOI would be reimbursed for the costs associated 
with storing and maintaining the aircraft. 
16. In 2008, the Hall of Fame became silent as to its commitment. 
17. In March 2008, Maslen, on behalf of AOI, informed Mr. Bill Miller, board 
member of the Hall of Fame, of the costs associated with storing the aircraft and other items. 
18. The Hall of Fame did not make an attempt to retrieve the aircraft or other items at 
that time. 
19. The Hall of Fame did not pay, or make arrangements to pay for these costs. 
20. The Hall of Fame did not dispute the validity ofthe debt until March 2009. 
21. AOI placed a lien on the aircraft for storage costs, maintenance, repairs, and 
insurance in August 2008. 
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22. In March 2009, AOI received a letter from the Idaho Military Historical Society, 
Inc. ("IMHS") stating that it was the owner of the aircraft and to facilitate it in taking possession. 
23. AOI informed IMHS of the lien filed with the Federal Aviation Administration. 
24. AOI did not receive a response to this letter. 
25. Representatives of the Hall of Fame and/or IMHS attempted to steal the aircraft 
from its place of storage on March 25, 2009. 
26. Maslen and AOI were served with a Complaint from IMHS onApril21, 2009. 
COUNT I 
Foreclosure of Lien 
27. AOI realleges and incorporates the preceding paragraphs of this Counterclaim as 
if they were fully set forth herein. 
28. IMHS claims ownership of the aircraft and related items based on Exhibit A to 
their Complaint, dated June 2008. 
29. AOI claims an interest to the aircraft and related items pursuant to a lien filed 
with the FAA in August 2008. 
30. The interests of IMHS are subservient to the interest of AOI. 
31. AOI began to supply labor, materials, and insurance necessary for the 
preservation of the Aircraft in February 2006. AOI continues to provide such services in order to 
maintain the Aircraft. 
32. These services were agreed upon and the reasonable value of such, as of May 31, 
2008 is $14,630.00. 
33. AOI caused to be drawn and recorded a Claim of Lien, at a cost of $5.00 for the 
recording thereof, for such labor, materials and services, which lien was filed with the Federal 
Aviation Administration on August 8, 2008, as Instrument No. 082211200542, a true and correct 
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copy of which is attached hereto as "Exhibit A". Notice of said lien was duly mailed pursuant to 
Idaho Code § 45-1103, but IMHS has failed and refused to pay the amount due to Aeroplanes 
Over Idaho. 
34. That AOI has been required to retain the services of the law firm of Dinius & 
Associates, PLLC to prosecute this action; the sum of $2,000.00 is a reasonable sum if this case 
is uncontested, or such additional attorney fees as set by the Court if this matter is contested. 
COUNT II 
UNJUST ENRICHMENT 
35. AOI realleges and incorporates the preceding paragraphs of this Complaint as if 
they were fully set forth herein. 
36. AOI conferred a benefit upon the IMHS by providing services, labor, and 
insurance to maintain the aircraft. 
37. IMHS was aware of and appreciated the benefit conferred upon them by AOI. 
38. It is inequitable for the IMHS to retain the benefit of the labor, materials and 
services without paying AOI for the cost/value of the labor, materials and services that were 
required to maintain the aircraft. 
39. Because of IMHS's failure to pay for the labor, materials and services, the Hall of 
Fame has been unjustly enriched in the amount of $14,630.00 which is the outstanding balance 
due to AOI after deducting all just credits, payments and offsets. 
40. AOI has been required to retain the services of the law firm of Dinius & 
Associates, PLLC to prosecute this action; the sum of $2,000.00 is a reasonable sum if this case 
is uncontested or such additional attorney fees as set by the Court if this matter is contested. 
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REQUEST FOR ATTORNEY FEES 
Pursuant to Idaho Code§§ 12-120 and 45-1101 et seq., Counterclaimant is entitled to its 
reasonable attorney fees in the sum of $2,000.00 in the event this Counterclaim is uncontested 
and goes by default and, otherwise, such additional sum as may be awarded by the Court 
pursuant to I.R.C.P. 54( e). 
WHEREFORE, Counterclaimant prays for Judgment, Order and Decree of this Court as 
follows: 
1. For the entry of a money judgment against Counterdefendant in the sum of 
$14,630.00, together with 12% interest from March 1, 2006 to the date of Judgment and statutory 
interest from and after the date of Judgment; 
2. That the Counterclaimant be declared to have a valid lien against the property in 
the amount of $14,630.00; 
3. That it be declared by the Court that the Counterdefendant, and all persons 
claiming under them, have only such claim of interest in said property as is subsequent, 
subordinate, junior and inferior to Counterclaimant's said lien; 
4. That the Counterdefendant and all persons claiming or to claim said property or 
any part thereof by, through or under said Counterdefendant be barred and foreclosed of all right, 
title, interest, claim or equity of redemption in and to the property described in the Claim of Lien 
held by Counterclaimant, or any part of said property; 
5. For the sum of $2,000.00 as and for attorney fees necessitated in this action if the 
matter is uncontested, or a reasonable sum as set by the Court if the matter is contested; 
6. For statutory interest after Judgment; 
7. For the cost of recording Counterclaimant's Claim of Lien in the sum of$5.00; 
8. For costs of suit incurred herein; and 
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9. For such other and further relief as the Court may deem proper in the premises. 
DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 
Counterclaimant demands a trial by jury composed of no less than twelve (12) persons on 
all issues so triable, pursuant to Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 38(b ). 
THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT 
COMES NOW, Aeroplanes Over Idaho, Inc. ("AOI"), a non-profit Idaho Corporation, by 
and through its counsel of record, Dinius & Associates, PLLC, and for causes of action against 
the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc. ("Hall of Fame"), complain and allege as follows: 
I. 
Parties 
41. Aeroplanes Over Idaho, Inc., is a non-profit corporation incorporated under the 
laws of the state of Idaho with its principal place of business at 5118 Hubler Lane, Caldwell, 
Idaho 83605. 
42. The Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc. is a corporation incorporated under the 
laws of the state of Idaho with its principal place of business at 3591 Rickenbacker St., Boise, 
Idaho 83705. 
II. 
JURISDICTION AND VENUE 
43. Jurisdiction is proper in this Court pursuant to Idaho Code § 1-705 and/or Idaho 
Code§ 5-514. 
44. Venue is proper in Canyon County pursuant to Idaho Code§ 5-404. 
III. 
FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 
45. In 2005, the Hall of Fame owned a Fairchild PT-23 aircraft (N60994), serial 
number 240 ("the aircraft"). 
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46. Holbrook Maslen ("Maslen") is the President of AOI. 
47. Maslen has been a member of the Board of Trustees of the Hall of Fame since 
approximately 1992. 
48. In November 2005, the Hall of Fame was having financial difficulties and could 
no longer afford to store, maintain, and insure the aircraft and other miscellaneous items 
associated with the aircraft. 
49. In 2005, the Hall of Fame and AOI entered into discusseions wherein it was 
contemplated that AOI and the Hall of Fame would form an alliance where AOI would provide 
the "hands on experience" in displaying certain aircraft. 
50. AOI took possession of the aircraft on or about February 13, 2006. 
51. From that date to present, AOI paid to insure the aircraft. 
52. From that date to present, AOI has incurred costs for storage of the aircraft and 
miscellaneous items. 
53. From that date to present, AOI has incurred maintenance costs associated with the 
aircraft. 
54. From February 2006 through the beginning of 2008, AOI and the Hall of Fame 
continued discussing the association. 
55. It was the understanding of AOI that it would title to the aircraft would be 
transferred to AOI or, in the alternative, that AOI would be reimbursed for the costs associated 
with storing and maintaining the aircraft. 
56. In 2008, the Hall of Fame became silent as to its commitment. 
57. In March 2008, Maslen, on behalf of AOI, informed Mr. Bill Miller, board 
member of the Hall of Fame, of the costs associated with storing the aircraft and other items. 
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58. The Hall of Fame did not make an attempt to retrieve the aircraft or other items at 
that time. 
59. The Hall of Fame did not pay, or make arrangements to pay for these costs. 
60. The Hall of Fame did not dispute the validity of the debt until March 2009. 
61. AOI placed a lien on the aircraft for storage costs, maintenance, repairs, and 
insurance in August 2008, a copy of which is attached hereto as "Exhibit A." 
62. In March 2009, AOI received a letter from the Idaho Military Historical Society, 
Inc. ("IMHS") stating that it was the owner of the aircraft and to facilitate it in taking possession. 
63. AOI informed IMHS of the lien filed with the Federal Aviation Administration. 
64. AOI did not receive a response to this letter. 
65. Representatives of the Hall of Fame and/or IMHS attempted to steal the aircraft 
from its place of storage on March 25, 2009. 
66. Maslen and AOI were served with a Complaint from IMHS on April21, 2009. 
COUNT I 
Breach of Contract 
67. AOI realleges and incorporates the preceding paragraphs of this Complaint as if 
they were fully set forth herein. 
68. Third Party Defendant promised to pay AOI for the labor, materials and services 
provided, and AOI promised to provide labor, materials and services, constituting a valid, 
binding contract. 
69. AOI fully performed its obligations and duties under the contract. 
70. Third Party Defendant's refusal to pay AOI constitutes a material breach of the 
contract. 
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71. As a result of Third Party Defendant's breach, AOI has been damaged in the 
amount of $14,630.00, which is the outstanding balance due to Plaintiff after deducting all just 
credits, payments and offsets. 
72. AOI has been required to retain the serv1ces of the law firm of Dinius & 
Associates, PLLC to prosecute this action; the sum of $2,000.00 is a reasonable sum if this case 
is uncontested, or such additional attorney fees as set by the Court if this matter is contested. 
COUNT II 
Unjust Enrichment 
73. AOI realleges and incorporates the preceding paragraphs of this Complaint as if 
they were fully set forth herein. 
74. AOI conferred a benefit upon the Hall of Fame by providing services, labor, and 
insurance to maintain the aircraft at Defendant's request. 
75. The Hall of Fame was aware of and appreciated the benefit conferred upon them 
by AOI. 
76. It is inequitable for the Hall of Fame to retain the benefit of the labor, materials 
and services without paying AOI for the cost/value of the labor, materials and services that were 
required to maintain the aircraft. 
77. Because of the Hall of Fame's failure to pay for the labor, materials and services, 
the Hall of Fame has been unjustly enriched in the amount of $14,630.00 which is the 
outstanding balance due to AOI after deducting all just credits, payments and offsets. 
78. AOI has been required to retain the services of the law firm of Dinius & 
Associates, PLLC to prosecute this action; the sum of $2,000.00 is a reasonable sum if this case 
is uncontested or such additional attorney fees as set by the Court if this matter is contested. 
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COUNT III 
Foreclosure of Lien 
79. AOI realleges and incorporates the preceding paragraphs of this Complaint as if 
they were fully set forth herein. 
80. The Hall of Fame was the owner of the aircraft at the time AOI commenced 
maintaining the aircraft. 
81. On information and belief, title to the aircraft was not effectively transferred to 
the IMHS and that the Hall of Fame is the current owner of the aircraft. 
82. AOI claims an interest to the aircraft and related items pursuant to a lien filed 
with the FAA in August 2008. 
83. The interests of the Hall of Fame are subject to the interest of AOI. 
84. AOI began to supply labor, materials, and insurance necessary for the 
preservation of the Aircraft in February 2006. AOI continues to provide such services in order to 
maintain the Aircraft. 
85. These services were agreed upon and the reasonable value of such, as of May 31, 
2008 is $14,630.00. 
86. AOI caused to be drawn and recorded a Claim of Lien, at a cost of $5.00 for the 
recording thereof, for such labor, materials and services, which lien was filed with the Federal 
Aviation Administration on August 8,2008, as Instrument No. 082211200542, a true and correct 
copy of which is attached hereto as "Exhibit A". Notice of said lien was duly mailed within 5 
business days of the filing of said lien pursuant to § 45-1103, but the Hall of Fame has failed and 
refused to pay the amount due to AOI. 
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87. That AOI has been required to retain the services of the law firm of Dinius & 
Associates, PLLC to prosecute this action; the sum of $2,000.00 is a reasonable sum if this case 
is uncontested or such additional attorney fees as set by the Court if this matter is contested. 
Dated this ~day of August, 2009. 
DINIUS LAW 
By:~-;?.~ 
Kevin E. Dinius 
Michael J. Hanby 
Attorneys for Defendants 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I, the undersigned, hereby certify that on the .::?a-t.<day of August, 2009, a true and 
correct copy of the above and foregoing document was served upon the following by: 
J. Kahle Becker 
Attorney at Law 
1020 W. Main St., Suite 400 
Boise, ID 83702 
D 
D 
D 
[6] 
US Mail 
Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivery 
Facsimile -No. 343-3246 
cmff:\Ciients\M\Maslen, Holbrook 24311\Non-Discovery\Answer,Counter,Third Party- final.docx 
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J. KAHLE BECKER, ISB # 7408 
Attorney at Law 
1020 W. Main Street, Suite 400 
Boise, Idaho 83 702 
Phone: (208) 333-1403 
Fax: (208) 343-3246 
Email: kahle@kahlebeckerlaw.com 
Attorney for Defendant 
F I L E D 
__ ____.A.M. ,..;?:~35 P.M. 
SEP 1 5 2009 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
K CANNON, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL SOCIETY, INC. ) 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
HOLBROOK MASLEN, an individual; 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an Idaho 
corporation; DOES I-V; and ABC 
CORPORATIONS I-V, 
Defendants. 
HOLBROOK MASLEN, an individual; 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an Idaho ) 
corporation, ) 
) 
Counterclaimants, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL SOCIETY, ) 
INC., ) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
Case No. CV 09-4047-C 
IDAHO AVIATION HALL OF FAME, 
INC.'S REPLY TO AEROPLANES 
OVER IDAHO, INC.'S THIRD PARTY 
COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR 
JURY TRIAL 
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AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an Idaho ) 
corporation, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
vs. ) 
) 
IDAHO AVIATION HALL OFF AME, INC. an ) 
Idaho corporation, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant ) 
) 
COMES NOW Third Party Defendant, IDAHO AVIATION HALL OF FAME, INC., 
hereinafter "Third Party Defendant", and by and through their counsel of record, answers Third Party 
Plaintiffs Third Party Complaint as follows: 
FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Third Party Plaintiffs Third Party Complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief may be 
granted. 
SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
1. Third Party Defendant denies each and every allegation ofThird Party Plaintiffs Third 
Party Complaint not otherwise specifically admitted herein. 
2. Third Party Defendant admits the allegations contained in paragraphs 41, 42, 43, 44, 
45, 46, 47, 50, 58, 62, 66, 80 ofThird Party Plaintiffs Third Party Complaint. 
3. With respect to paragraphs 51, 52, 53, 55, 63,64 ofThird Party Plaintiffs Third Party 
Complaint, Third Party Defendant is without information sufficient to form an opinion as to the truth 
or veracity thereof and therefore denies the same. 
4. Third Party Defendant denies the allegations contained in paragraphs 48, 54, 56, 68, 
69, 70, 71, 72, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 81, 83, 85, 87 ofThird Party Plaintiffs Third Party Complaint. 
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5. Third Party Defendant denies the allegations contained in that portion ofThird Party 
Plaintiff's Third Party Complaint captioned "Request for attorney's fees." 
6. Third Party Defendant realleges and incorporates their responses herein to paragraphs 
67, 73, and 79 of Third Party Plaintiff's Third Party Complaint. 
7. With respect to the allegations contained in paragraph 49 of Third Party Plaintiff's 
Third Party Complaint, Third Party Defendant admits that the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc 
entered into discussions with Holbrook Maslen where in Holbrook Maslen agreed to provide storage 
of the subject airplane. Third Party Defendant denies each and every other allegation contained in 
paragraph 49 ofThird Party Plaintiff's Third Party Complaint. 
8. With respect to the allegations contained in paragraph 57 of Third Party Plaintiff's 
Third Party Complaint, Third Party Defendant admits Holbrook Maslen briefly spoke with Bill Miller 
about the subject airplane in March of2008. Counterdefendant denies that Bill Miller was a member 
of the Board ofldaho Aviation Hall of Fame in March of2008 or was authorized to act on behalf of 
Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame. Third Party Defendant denies each and every other allegation contained 
in paragraph 57 of Third Party Plaintiff's Third Party Complaint. 
9. With respect to the allegations contained in paragraph 59 of Third Party Plaintiff's 
Third Party Complaint, Third Party Defendant admits that the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc. has 
not paid Holbrook Maslen and/or Aeroplanes Over Idaho for the alleged costs referred to in paragraph 
59 of Third Party Plaintiff's Third Party Complaint. Third Party Defendant denies that it ever agreed 
to pay Holbrook Maslen and/or Aeroplanes Over Idaho for these alleged costs or was under any 
obligation to do so. Third Party Defendant denies each and every other allegation contained in 
paragraph 59 of Third Party Plaintiff's Third Party Complaint. 
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10. With respect to the allegations contained in paragraph 60 of Third Party Plaintiff's 
Third Party Complaint, Third Party Defendant admits that the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc. has 
not paid Holbrook Maslen and/or Aeroplanes Over Idaho for the alleged costs referred to in paragraph 
59 of Third Party Plaintiff's Third Party Complaint. Third Party Defendant denies that it ever agreed 
to pay Holbrook Maslen and/or Aeroplanes Over Idaho for these alleged costs or was under any 
obligation to do so. Third Party Defendant denies each and every other allegation contained in 
paragraph 60 of Third Party Plaintiff's Third Party Complaint. 
11. With respect to the allegations contained in paragraph 61 ofThird Party Plaintiff's 
Third Party Complaint, Third Party Defendant admits that the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc. has 
filed documents with the FAA which purport to claim an interest in the subject airplane. Third Party 
Defendant denies that it ever agreed to pay Holbrook Maslen and/or Aeroplanes Over Idaho for these 
alleged costs or was under any obligation to do so. Furthermore, Third Party Defendant denies that 
Third Party Plaintiff's purported lien is valid. Third Party Defendant denies each and every other 
allegation contained in paragraph 61 ofThird Party Plaintiff's Third Party Complaint. 
12. With respect to the allegations contained in paragraph 65 of Third Party Plaintiff's 
Third Party Complaint, Third Party Defendant admits that representatives of IMHS attempted to 
retrieve the subject airplane for IMHS until they were wrongfully prevented from doing so by Third 
Party Plaintiff. Third Party Defendant denies each and every other allegation contained in paragraph 
25 of Third Party Plaintiff's Third Party Complaint. 
13. With respect to the allegations contained in paragraph 82 of Third Party Plaintiff's 
Third Party Complaint, Third Party Defendant admits that the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc. has 
filed documents with the FAA which purport to claim an interest in the subject airplane. Third Party 
Defendant denies that it ever agreed to pay Holbrook Maslen and/or Aeroplanes Over Idaho for these 
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alleged costs or was under any obligation to do so. Furthermore, Third Party Defendant denies that 
Third Party Plaintiffs purported lien is valid. Third Party Defendant denies each and every other 
allegation contained in paragraph 82 of Third Party Plaintiffs Third Party Complaint. 
14. With respect to the allegations contained in paragraph 84 ofThird Party Plaintiffs 
Third Party Complaint, Third Party Defendant admits that the Idaho Aviation Hall ofF arne, Inc. has 
not paid Holbrook Maslen and/or Aeroplanes Over Idaho for the alleged costs referred to in paragraph 
84 of Third Party Plaintiffs Third Party Complaint. Third Party Defendant denies that it ever agreed 
to pay Holbrook Maslen and/or Aeroplanes Over Idaho for these alleged costs or was under any 
obligation to do so. Furthermore, Third Party Defendant has made demand upon Third Party Plaintiff 
for the return of the subject airplane to its rightful owner, IMHS, and denies that it is obligated to 
reimburse Third Party Plaintiff for any costs which it alleges continue to accrue. Third Party 
Defendant denies each and every other allegation contained in paragraph 84 of Third Party Plaintiffs 
Third Party Complaint. 
15. With respect to the allegations contained in paragraph 86 of Third Party Plaintiff's 
Third Party Complaint, Third Party Defendant admits that the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc. has 
filed documents with the FAA which purport to claim an interest in the subject airplane. Third Party 
Defendant denies that it ever agreed to pay Holbrook Maslen and/or Aeroplanes Over Idaho for these 
alleged costs or was under any obligation to do so. Furthermore, Third Party Defendant denies that 
Third Party Plaintiffs purported lien is valid. Third Party Defendant denies each and every other 
allegation contained in paragraph 86 of Third Party Plaintiffs Third Party Complaint. 
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THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Third Party Plaintiff's claims are barred by application of the doctrine of estoppel, equitable 
quasi-estoppel, and/or waiver. 
FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Third Party Plaintiff's claims and damages, if any, are barred or reduced by Third Party 
Plaintiff's failure to exercise its duty under Idaho law to mitigate or reduce its damages. In asserting 
this defense, Third Party Defendant does not admit any fault or responsibility, or that Third Party 
Plaintiff's has suffered any damages. 
FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Third Party Plaintiff's damages, if any, are barred and/or reduced in that the damages sought 
by Third Party Plaintiff could have been avoided if Third Party Plaintiffhad acted reasonably prior to 
filing this action. 
SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Third Party Plaintiff's for damages are barred and/or reduced by the doctrine of latches. 
SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Third Party Plaintiff's damages, if any, are barred or reduced due to Third Party Plaintiff's 
failure to submit, or submit in a timely manner, bills and invoices for the costs it allegedly incurred. 
EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Third Party Plaintiff's claims for damages are barred and/or reduced by the doctrine of 
impossibility. 
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NINETH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Third Party Plaintiffs claims for damages are barred and/or reduced due to the lack of 
adequate consideration supporting the alleged "agreement." 
TENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Third Party Plaintiffs claims for damages are barred and/or reduced due to the lack of a valid 
or enforceable contract. 
ELEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Third Party Plaintiffs claims for damages are barred and/or reduced due to Holbrook 
Maslen's breach ofhis fiduciary duties to Third Party Defendant. 
TWELFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Third Party Plaintiffs claims for damages are barred and/or reduced due to Holbrook 
Maslen's breach of his duty ofloyalty to Third Party Defendant. 
THIRTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Third Party Plaintiffs claims for damages are barred and/or reduced due to Holbrook 
Maslen's breach of his duty to Third Party Defendant to avoid self dealing. 
FOURTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Third Party Defendants have been required to retain counsel in this action to defend the claims 
alleged against them and are entitled to recovery of reasonable attorney fees and costs. 
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As discovery in this matter has not as yet commenced, IAHOF specifically reserves the right 
to amend its Reply to Third Party Plaintiffs Complaint to assert additional affirmative defenses as the 
same may become known. 
WHEREFORE Third Party Defendants pray for a Judgment in their favor and for an award of 
reasonable attorney's fees and costs, and for such other and further relief as the Court may deem just 
and proper. 
J/ 
DATED this 1 ' day of September 2009. 
--
(}~ . By:·/'~ 
/ J. KAHLE BECKER 
Attorney for Idaho Aviation Hall ofFame, Inc. 
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STATE OF IDAHO ) 
:ss 
County of Ada ) 
VERIFICATION 
JOHN STEELE after being first duly sworn, deposes and says as follows: 
That he is the President of the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc. the Third Party 
Defendant in the foregoing ANSWER TO THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT AND 
DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL, that he has read and believes the facts stated therein are 
true based upon his own information and belief. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Defendant has set his hand and seal the day and year first 
above written 
IDAHO AVIATION HALL OF FAME 
ohn Steele for Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
:ss 
County of Ada ) 
On this lL_ day of September, in the year 2009, before me 
Kosisso,._ R.. Atl'f\bu~\- , a notary public, personally appeared JOHN STEELE known or 
identified to me to be the President of the corporation that executed the instrument and 
acknowledged to me that such corporation executed the same. 
Notary Public for Idaho 
Residing at: l\.h.{)::JQC'A. 
Commission expires 3 -A- {3 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on this 15 day of September 2009, a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing IDAHO AVIATION HALL OF FAME, INC.'S REPLY TO 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC.'S THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR 
JURY TRIAL, was served upon opposing counsel as follows: 
Kevin E. Dinius 
MORROW DINIUS 
5680 E. Franklin Road, Suite 220 
Nampa, Idaho 83687-7901 
Attorney for Defendants 
-X_ us Mail 
__ Personal Delivery 
Facsimile 
By: ~~w-
J. KAHLE BECKER 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
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J. KAHLE BECKER, ISB # 7408 
Attorney at Law 
1020 W. Main Street, Suite 400 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Phone: (208) 333-1403 
Fax: (208) 343-3246 
Email: kahle@kahlebeckerlaw.com 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
F I L .- D 
---A.M. ..1:35 P.M. 
SEP 1 5 2009 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
K CANNON, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL SOCIETY, INC. ) 
) Case No. CV 09-4047-C 
Plaintiff, ) 
) IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL 
vs. ) SOCIETY'S REPLY TO 
) COUNTERCLAIM 
HOLBROOK MASLEN, an individual; ) 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an Idaho ) 
corporation; DOES I-V; and ABC ) 
CORPORATIONS I-V, ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
HOLBROOK MASLEN, an individual; 
) 
) 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an Idaho ) 
corporation, ) 
) 
Counterclaimants, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL SOCIETY, ) 
INC., ) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL SOCIETY'S REPLY TO COUNTERCLAIM, P. 1 
ooooss 0 R IG I N A L 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an Idaho ) 
corporation, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
vs. ) 
) 
IDAHO AVIATION HALL OF FAME, INC. an ) 
Idaho corporation, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant ) 
) 
COMES NOW Counterdefendant, IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL SOCIETY, INC., 
hereinafter "Counterdefendant", and by and through their counsel of record, replies to 
Counterclaimant's Counterclaim as follows: 
FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Counterclaimant' s Counterclaim fails to state a claim upon which relief may be granted. 
SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
1. Counterdefendant denies each and every allegation ofCounterclaimants' Counterclaim 
not otherwise specifically admitted herein. 
2. Counterdefendant admits the allegations contained in paragraphs 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 22, 23, 
26, 28, of Counterplaintiff s Counterclaim. 
3. With respect to paragraphs 6, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 19, 20, 21, 24,31 of 
Counterclaimants' Counterclaim, Counterdefendant is without information sufficient to form an 
opinion as to the truth or veracity thereof and therefore denies the same. 
4. Counterdefendant denies the allegations contained in paragraphs 8, 30, 32, 34, 36, 37, 
38, 39, 40 ofCounterclaimants' Counterclaim. 
5. Defendants deny the allegations contained in that portion of Counterclaimants' 
Counterclaim captioned "Request for attorney's fees." 
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6. Defendants realleged and incorporate their responses herein to paragraphs 27 and 35 of 
Counterclaimants' Counterclaim. 
7. With respect to the allegations contained in paragraph 17 of Counterclaimants' 
Counterclaim, Counterdefendant admits Holbrook Maslen briefly spoke with Bill Miller about the 
subject airplane in March of 2008. Counterdefendant denies that Bill Miller was a member of the 
Board of Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame in March of2008. Counterdefendant denies each and every 
other allegation contained in paragraph 1 7 of Counterclaimants' Counterclaim. 
8. With respect to the allegations contained in paragraph 25 of Counterclaimants' 
Counterclaim, Counterdefendant admits that representatives of the Idaho Military Historical Society 
attempted to retrieve their airplane until they were wrongfully prevented from doing so by 
Counterclaimant. Counterdefendant denies each and every other allegation contained in paragraph 25 
of Counterclaimants' Counterclaim. 
9. With respect to the allegations contained in paragraph 29 of Counterclaimants' 
Counterclaim, Counterdefendant admits AOI claims an interest in the subject airplane. 
Counterdefendant denies that AOI has a valid interest in the subject airplane or is owed any money by 
Counterdefendant. Counterdefendant denies each and every other allegation contained in paragraph 
25 of Counterclaimants' Counterclaim. 
10. With respect to the allegations contained in paragraph 33 of Counterclaimants' 
Counterclaim, Counterdefendant admits that they refuse to pay Counterclaimaints for their false lien. 
Counterdefendant denies each and every other allegation contained in paragraph 33 of 
Counterclaimants' Counterclaim. 
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THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Counterclaimant's claims are barred by application of the doctrine of estoppel, equitable 
quasi-estoppel, and/or waiver. 
FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Counterclaimant's claims and damages, if any, are barred or reduced by Counterclaimant's 
failure to exercise its duty under Idaho law to mitigate or reduce its damages. In asserting this 
defense, Counterdefendant does not admit any fault or responsibility, or that Counterclaimant has 
suffered any damages. 
FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Counterclaimant's damages, if any, are barred and/or reduced in that the damages sought by 
Counterclaimant could have been avoided if Counterclaimant had acted reasonably prior to filing this 
action. 
SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Counterclaimant's claims for damages are barred and/or reduced by the doctrine oflatches. 
SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Counterclaimant' s damages, if any, are barred or reduced due to Counterclaimant' s failure to 
submit, or submit in a timely manner, bills and invoices for the costs it allegedly incurred. 
EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Counterclaimant's claims for damages are barred and/or reduced by the doctrine of 
impossibility. 
NINETH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Counterclaimant's claims for damages are barred and/or reduced due to the lack of adequate 
consideration supporting the alleged "agreement." 
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TENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Counterclaimant' s claims for damages are barred and/or reduced due to the lack of a valid or 
enforceable contract. 
ELEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Third Party Defendants have been required to retain counsel in this action to defend the claims 
alleged against them and are entitled to recovery of reasonable attorney fees and costs. 
As discovery in this matter has not as yet commenced, IMHS specifically reserves the right to 
amend its Reply to Counterplaintiffs Counterclaim to assert additional affirmative defenses as the 
same may become known. 
WHEREFORE Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants pray for a Judgment in their favor and for an 
award of reasonable attorney's fees and costs, and for such other and further relief as the Court may 
deem just and proper. 
DATED this lL_ day of September, 2009. 
Attorney for Idaho Military Historical Society 
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VERIFICATION 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
:ss 
County of Ada ) 
Russell Trebby after being first duly sworn, deposes and says as follows: 
That he is the President of the Idaho Military Historical Society, Inc. the Plaintiff 
in the foregoing COMPLAINT FOR CLAIM AND DELIVERY PURSUANT TO 
IDAHO CODE§ 8-302, that he has read and believes the facts stated therein are 
true based upon his own information and belief. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Plaintiffhas set his hand and seal the day and year first 
above written 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
:ss 
County of Ada ) 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL SOCIETY 
On this i ~ay of September, in the year 2009, before me 
lot<..Ati\J'L LACgD 1 '-1: , a notary public, personally appeared RUSSELL TREBBY 
known or identified to me to be the President of the corporation that executed the 
instrument and acknowledged to me that such corporation executed the same. 
@}~ 
Residing at: Qol S 'G. T D . 
Conirnission expires 0 6/ o If J @ 0 I Y 
' I 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on this _12_ day of September 2009, a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL SOCIETY'S REPLY TO 
COUNTERCLAIM, was served upon opposing counsel as follows: 
Kevin E. Dinius 
MORROW DINIUS 
5680 E. Franklin Road, Suite 220 
Nampa, Idaho 83687-7901 
Attorney for Defendants 
X US Mail 
__ Personal Delivery 
Facsimile 
By:_t{ui..:;___~__,.__~-=---~--=--~-
J. KAHLE BECKER 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
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L E D A.M., ___ f'.M. 
DEC 2 'i 2009 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
T. CRAWFORD, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
) 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL SOCIETY, ) 
INC., ) 
) 
Plaintiff, ) 
) 
VS. ) 
) 
) 
HOLBROOK MASLEN, an individual; ) 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an ) 
Idaho corporation; DOES I-V; and ABC ) 
CORPORATIONS I-V, ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
HOLBROOK MASLEN, an individual; ) 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an ) 
Idaho corporation, ) 
) 
Counterclaimants, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL SOCIETY, ) 
INC., ) 
) 
Counterdefendants. ) 
ORDER ON MOTION FOR 
PARTIAL SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
CV-2009-4047-C 
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ORIGINAL 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an ) 
Idaho corporation, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
IDAHO AVIATION HALL OF FAME, INC., ) 
an Idaho corporation, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
INTRODUCTION 
The First Amended Complaint filed by Plaintiff Idaho Military Historical Society, Inc. 
(IMHS) asserts claims for possession, quiet title, and slander of title with respect to 1943 
Fairchild PT-23 aircraft. Defendant Idaho Aeroplanes Over Idaho, Inc. (AOI) filed a 
Counterclaim against IMHS for lien foreclosure and unjust enrichment and a Third Party 
Complaint against Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc. (IAHF) for breach of contract, lien 
foreclosure, and unjust enrichment. 
Plaintiff commenced this action by filing a Complaint for Claim and Delivery, pursuant 
to Idaho Code Title 8, Chapter 3, on April16, 2009. On May 19, 2009, the court entered an 
Order to Show Cause setting Plaintiffs claim for a writ of possession of the aircraft for hearing 
on June 1, 2009. At the hearing, Defendants agreed to surrender possession of the aircraft upon 
Plaintiffs filing of an undertaking in accordance with Idaho Code Section 8-303. However, 
Plaintiff subsequently withdrew its application for immediate possession of the aircraft. 
ORDER ON MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-2-
000066 
Plaintiff and Third Party Defendant IAHF now move for partial summary judgment on 
Plaintiffs claims for quiet title and possession of the aircraft and, apparently, AOI's 
counterclaim for lien foreclosure and third party claims for breach of contract and lien 
foreclosure. On December 10, 2009, the court heard argument in support of the motion from Mr. 
Kahle Becker, on behalf ofiMHS and IAHF, and in opposition to the motion from Mr. Michael 
J. Hanby, II, on behalf of Holbrook Maslen and AOI. After considering the arguments of 
counsel, the papers submitted in connection with the motion, and the file in this matter, the court 
has determined that the Motion for Partial Summary judgment by IMHS and IAHF must be 
DENIED. 
FACTS NOT IN DISPUTE 
The parties appear to agree on the following facts. The three (3) corporate parties, 
PlaintiffiMHS, AOI, and IAHF, are nonprofit corporations organized under the laws of this 
state. Defendant Maslen is President of AOI and was a member IAHF's Board of Trustees 
during the events that gave rise to this action. 
In 2005, IAHF owned the aircraft at issue in this action. On or about November 30, 
2005, the IAHF Board of Trustees accepted Defendant Maslen's offer to store the aircraft at 
AOI's hangar located in Caldwell, Idaho. On or about May 29, 2008, IAHF's Board of 
Directors, at a special meeting, voted to donate the aircraft to IMHS, effective June 2, 2008. 
On or about August 23, 2008, AOI filed a Claim of Lien with the Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), in the amount of$12,025.80, "for labor performed and/or material 
furnished for the improvement" of the aircraft, "at the request of Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, 
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last furnished July 31, 2008." The Claim of Lien identified IAHF as the owner or reputed owner 
of the aircraft. 
In or about April 2009, IMHS demanded that Defendants surrender of possession of the 
aircraft to Plaintiff and Defendants refused to surrender possession. 
THE MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiff IMHS and Third Party Defendant IAHF move for "summary judgment in their 
favor as follows: 
1. No contractual arrangement existed requiring either IAHOF or IMHS to pay for storage, 
maintenance, or insurance of the airplane. 
2. No contract existed transferring title to Defendants from either IAHOF or IMHS. 
3. Title is quieted in IMHS. 
4. Defendants' alleged liens on the airplane are invalid. 
5. IMHS is entitled to summary judgment on its claim and delivery cause of action. 
6. IMHS is entitled to immediate possession of the airplane." 
The court will address the motion as seeking summary judgment on Plaintiffs claims 
for quiet title, claim and delivery, and slander of title, on AOI's counterclaim for lien 
foreclosure, and on AOI' s third party claims for breach of contract and lien foreclosure. 1 
1 The court fmds no need, at this juncture, to address item #2 of the motion ("No contract existed transferring title to 
Defendants from either IAHOF or IMHS."), as there is no indication that Defendants are currently asserting the 
existence of such a contract. While, in response to Plaintiff's original application for a writ of possession, 
Defendant Holbrook Maslen filed an Affidavit indicating that he believed that IAHF would transfer title to the 
aircraft to AOI, AOI's claim for breach of contract does not assert a claim for title to the aircraft. 
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I. Applicable Legal Standards 
Summary judgment is proper when "the pleadings, depositions, and admissions on file, 
together with the affidavits, if any, show that there is no genuine issue as to any material fact 
and that the moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter of law." I.R.C.P. 56( c). In 
determining a motion for summary judgment, the court must construe all disputed facts liberally 
in favor of the non-moving party, and must draw all reasonable inferences in favor of the party 
resisting the motion. G & M Farms v. Funk Irrigation Co., 119 Idaho 514, 517 (1991 ). 
Supporting and opposing affidavits must be made upon personal knowledge, set forth 
such facts as would be admissible in evidence, and show affirmatively that the affiant is 
competent to testify to the matters stated therein. I.R.C.P. 56( e). Sworn or certified copies of all 
papers or parts thereof referred to in an affidavit must be attached or served with the affidavit. 
Id When the moving party supports a motion for summary judgment with competent admissible 
evidence, the adverse party may not rest upon the mere allegations or denials contained in that 
party's pleadings in order to establish the existence of a genuine issue of fact for trial, but must 
set forth specific facts, in admissible form. Id 
The moving party may satisfy his or her initial burden by establishing the absence of 
evidence on an element that the nonmoving party will be required to prove at trial. McCorkle v. 
Northwestern Mutual Lift Ins. Co., 141 Idaho 550, 554 (2005). The movant may establish such 
lack of evidence either ( 1) by an affirmative showing based upon the moving party's own 
evidence; or (2) by reviewing all of the nonmoving party's evidence to demonstrate that the 
proof of an essential element is absent. Id Once the moving party does so, the burden again 
shifts to the nonmoving party to demonstrate the existence of a triable issue of fact. Id 
ORDER ON MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
- 5 -
000069 
II. Plaintiff's Quiet Title Claim 
In its quiet title claim, Plaintiff asserts that it "is the rightful owner of and holds title to 
said aircraft." 
A party seeking to quiet title must succeed on the strength of that party's own title, not 
on the weakness of another's claim. Read v. Harvey, 147 Idaho 364, , 209 P .3d 661, 666 
(2009). Plaintiff alleges in its First Amended Complaint that IAHF transferred title to the 
aircraft to it on June 3, 2008, based on a copy of a "Certificate of Resolution" of the IAHF, 
attached to the Complaint stating: 
RESOLVED, that the IAHOF donates the artifacts and Davis Wing to the Idaho State 
Historical Society and the PT-23 to the Idaho Military Historical Society effective June 
2, 2008. 
Contrary to Plaintiff's assertion, the court cannot find that such resolution constitutes an 
"instrument transferring title" to the aircraft. In addition, it appears that title to aircraft, such as 
the one at issue, is governed by documents filed with the FAA. See 14 C.F.R. § 49.1 et seq. 
(2009). 
In light of the absence of any actual instrument of conveyance for the aircraft or 
evidence of title from the FAA, the court declines to grant Plaintiff summary judgment on its 
quiet title claim at this juncture. 
III. Plaintiff's Claim for Immediate Possession of the Aircraft 
A party claiming the right to possession of property based upon claim and delivery must 
show a right to immediate possession of the property at the time the action was commenced. 
Morrison v. Quality Produce, Inc., 92 Idaho 448, 450-451, 444 P.2d 409, 411-412 (1968). Title 
alone may not give rise to the right to immediate possession. !d. 
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Count I ofPlaintiff's First Amended Complaint, for claim and delivery of the aircraft, 
appears to be based on two essential contentions: first, that Plaintiff is the owner ofthe aircraft 
and, therefore, entitled to immediate possession thereof; and second, because neither Plaintiff 
nor IAHF executed a written contract with Defendants, at the time the action was commenced, 
AOI could not have had any claim to possession of the aircraft. 
On May 27, 2009, in response to Plaintiff's original application for a writ of possession, 
Defendants filed the Affidavit of Holbrook Maslen. Mr. Maslen's affidavit states that AOI 
offered to store the plane based upon discussions regarding either a joint venture between AOI 
and IAHF for displaying the aircraft or IAHF transferring title to AOI. When viewed in a light 
most favorable to AOI, as the court must do on Plaintiff's motion for summary judgment, this at 
least raises an issue of fact regarding whether there was a bailment agreement between AOI and 
IAHF whereby AOI agreed to store the aircraft with the expectation of some type of 
remuneration? Plaintiff has not established, as a matter of law, that AOI could not have a 
possessory lien, based upon its agreement to store and/or insure the aircraft, at the time Plaintiff 
commenced this action.3 
The foregoing evidence in the record also prevents the court from granting Plaintiff or 
IAHF summary judgment on AOI's counterclaims and third party claims. 
2 Plaintiff does not purport to explain why AOI would not have a claim against Plaintiff for the costs of storing 
and/or insuring the aircraft from June 2008, the date Plaintiff allegedly acquired title to the aircraft, and April2009, 
the date Plaintiff allegedly first made demand for possession of the aircraft. Even if Plaintiff established that AOI 
had an agreement with IAHF to store the plane for free, there is no basis for the court to conclude that AOI was also 
bound to provide free storage to Plaintiff after it acquired the aircraft. 
3 Although neither party addressed the issue, the court notes that, under Idaho law, a bailee's lien appears to be 
possessory only. See Comstock Investment Corp. v. Kaniksu Resort, 117 Idaho 990, 993, 793 P.2d 222, _(Ct. 
App. 1990). In addition, neither party supplied the Court with any law regarding the legal requirements or 
possessory rights, if any, attendant to an aircraft lien filed with the FAA. Since Plaintiff bears the initial burden on 
summary judgment, the lack of such evidence precludes the court from granting its motion. 
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Therefore, in light of the foregoing, the motion by Plaintiff IMHS and Third Party 
Defendant IAHF for partial summary judgment is DENIED. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
Dated this 
t? -rz----1 rJ day ofDecember, 2009. 
J 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served upon the 
following, either by U.S. Mail, first class postage prepaid; by courthouse basket; by hand 
delivery; or by facsimile copy: 
J. Kahle Becker 
Attorney at Law 
1020 W. Main Street, Suite 400 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Michael J. Hanby II 
Dinius Law 
5680 E. Franklin Rd., Suite 130 
Nampa, Idaho 83687 
Dated this d \ day of December, 2009. 
WILLIAM H. HURST 
Clerk of the Court 
By:~ 
Deputy Clerk 
ORDER ON MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
- 9-
00007.3 
r ' 
J. KAHLE BECKER, ISB # 7408 
Attorney at Law 
1020 W. Main Street, Suite 400 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Phone: (208) 333-1403 
Fax: (208) 343-3246 
Email: kahle@kahlebeckerlaw.com 
F I A.~£9.M. 
MAY 1 0 2010 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
K CANNON, DEPUTY 
Attorneys for Idaho Historical Military Society, Inc. 
and Idaho Aviation Hall ofFame, Inc. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL 
SOCIETY, INC. 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
HOLBROOK MASLEN, an individual; 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an 
Idaho corporation; DOES I-V; and ABC 
CORPORATIONS I-V, 
Defendants. 
HOLBROOK MASLEN, an individual; 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an 
Idaho corporation, 
Counterclaimants, 
vs. 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL 
SOCIETY, INC. 
) 
) Case No. CV 09-4047-C 
) 
) SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR 
) CLAIM AND DELIVERY, SLANDER OF 
) TITLE, QUIET TITLE, CONVERSION, 
) TRESPASS TO CHATTELS, BREACH 
) OF FIDUCIARY DUTIES, AND 
) BREACH OF CONTRACT 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR CLAIM AND DELIVERY, SLANDER OF TITLE, 
QUIET TITLE, CONVERSION, TRESPASS TO CHATTELS, BREACH OF FIDUCIARY 
DUITES, AND BREACH OF CONTRACT P. 1 
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l 
I . 
Counterdefendants, ) 
) 
) 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an ) 
Idaho corporation, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
VS. ) 
) 
IDAHO AVIATION HALL OF FAME, ) 
INC., an Idaho corporation, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
) 
COMES NOW the above named Plaintiff and Third-Party Defendant, by and through their 
attorney of record, J. Kahle Becker, and for causes of action against Defendants, complains and 
alleges as follows: 
I 
PARTIES 
1. Plaintiff Idaho Military Historical Society, Inc., is a corporation incorporated under the 
laws of the state of Idaho with its principal place of business at 4040 W. Guard Street, 
Boise, ID 83705. 
2. Third-Party Defendant, the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc. is a corporation 
incorporated under the laws of the State of Idaho with its principal place of business at 
3591 Rickenbacker St., Boise, ID 83705. 
3. Defendant Holbrook Maslen is an individual who at all times relevant to this action was 
and is a resident of Ada County, Idaho. 
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4. Defendant, Aeroplanes Over Idaho, Inc., is a corporation incorporated under the laws of 
the state ofldaho with its principal place ofbusiness at 5118 Hubler Lane, Caldwell, ID 
83605. 
5. Does 1-5 are unknown to Plaintiff at this time. At such time as Plaintiff discovers their 
identity it will seek leave from the Court to amend its Complaint by adding them as 
Defendants. 
6. ABC Corporations 1-5 are unknown to Plaintiff at this time. At such time as Plaintiff 
discovers their identity it will seek leave from the Court to amend its Complaint by adding 
them as Defendants. 
II 
JURISDICTION AND VENUE 
7. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction over this action pursuant to and by virtue of 
Idaho Code § 1-705 and other applicable laws and rules. The damages herein exceed 
$10,000. 
8. This Court has personal jurisdiction over the above named Defendants pursuant to and by 
virtue ofldaho Code § 5-514 and other applicable laws and rules. 
9. Venue is proper in Canyon County pursuant to and by virtue ofldaho Code§ 5-404 and 
other applicable laws and rules. 
III 
FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 
10. Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc. was the owner of a certain Fairchild PT-23 aircraft 
(N60994), Serial number 240, a unique and historic, fixed wing, single engine aircraft. 
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11. Holbrook Maslen was a member of the Board of Trustees of the Idaho Aviation Hall of 
Fame, Inc. at all times relevant hereto. 
12. On or about November 30,2005, the Idaho Aviation Hall ofFame was in need of storage 
space for the Fairchild PT-23 aircraft. 
13. Holbrook Maslen and/or Aeroplanes Over Idaho volunteered to provide free storage for 
the Fairchild PT -23 aircraft. 
14. On or about November 30, 2005, The Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc. accepted 
Holbrook Maslen and/or Aeroplanes Over Idaho's offer to provide free storage for the 
Fairchild PT-23 aircraft. 
15. In exchange, Defendants were permitted to statically display the Fairchild PT-23 aircraft 
in their museum. 
16. Defendants and Third Party Defendant Idaho Aviation Hall ofFame entered into an oral 
contract for temporary gratuitous bailment of the Fairchild PT-23 aircraft. 
17. The contract provided that Defendants would gratuitously store the Fairchild PT-23 
aircraft until such time as Third-Party Defendant Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame found a 
permanent location for display of the Fairchild PT-23 aircraft. 
18. On or about February 13, 2006, The Idaho Aviation Hall ofFame deposited the Fairchild 
PT-23 aircraft for safekeeping with Defendants. 
19. The Fairchild PT -23 aircraft is currently housed in a hanger at the Caldwell Airport under 
the control of Defendants. 
20. The Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame never executed any contract with Defendants for 
insurance or maintenance, or agreed to pay storage, insurance, or maintenance charges for 
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the safekeeping of the Fairchild PT -23 aircraft. 
21. The Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame instructed Defendants that the Fairchild PT-23 aircraft 
was not to be flown and was deposited with Defendants for static display purposes only. 
22. During the term of the temporary gratuitous bailment, the Fairchild PT -23 aircraft was 
insured by Third Party Defendant Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame for static display only. 
23. Defendants have not produced a contract executed by the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame 
requiring payment for storage, insurance, or maintenance charges or the safekeeping of the 
Fairchild PT-23 aircraft. 
24. On June 3, 2008, the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame transferred title of said aircraft to 
Plaintiffldaho Military Historical Society. 
25. A copy of the instrument transferring title of the Fairchild PT-23 aircraft to Plaintiffldaho 
Military Historical Society is attached hereto as Exhibit A. 
26. A copy ofthe Federal Aviation Administration Certificate of Registration of the Fairchild 
PT -23 aircraft issued to Plaintiff Idaho Military Historical Society is attached hereto as 
Exhibit B. 
27. Plaintiffldaho Military Historical Society never executed any contract with Defendants 
for storage, insurance, or maintenance, or agreed to pay storage, insurance, or maintenance 
charges for the safekeeping of the Fairchild PT-23 aircraft. 
28. Defendants have unlawfully flown the Fairchild PT-23 aircraft against the direct 
instructions ofthe Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame. 
29. Defendants maintained an insurance policy for the Fairchild PT-23 aircraft, however the 
policy did not ensure the Fairchild PT -23 aircraft for in flight use. 
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30. The Fairchild PT-23 aircraft was not taken for a tax, assessment, or fine, pursuant to a 
statute; or seized under an execution against the property of Plaintiff and Third-Party 
Defendant. 
31. Defendants sent a false "claim oflien" to the Federal Aviation Administration on August 
28, 2008, claiming they were entitled to costs for storing, insuring, & maintaining the 
subject aircraft. 
32. Defendants continue to falsely claim they have a "possessory lien" claiming they were 
entitled to costs for storing, insuring, & maintaining the subject aircraft. 
IV 
COUNT I 
CLAIM AND DELIVERY 
33. Plaintiff and Third-Party Defendant restate and re-allege the preceding paragraphs and 
incorporate them herein by reference as though fully set forth. 
34. That on June 3, 2008 Plaintiff Idaho Military Historical Society was, and now is, the 
owner and entitled to the immediate possession of the following described personal 
property, to-wit: a Fairchild PT-23 aircraft. 
35. That on April 8, 2009, before commencement of this action, at the above-mentioned 
place, Plaintiffldaho Military Historical Society demanded of Defendants possession of 
said personal property, but Defendants refused and still refuse to deliver possession 
thereof. 
36. That Defendants refuse to deliver said aircraft to Plaintiff Idaho Military Historical 
Society, and threaten to conceal, dispose of, or injure the same, if required to deliver it up. 
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3 7. That no pecuniary damages would be an adequate compensation to Plaintiff Idaho 
Military Historical Society for the loss of said aircraft as it is a unique property which 
cannot be replaced by money. However, Plaintiff believes the property to be valued in 
excess of $60,000. 
38. Plaintiffldaho Military Historical Society is entitled to immediate possession and control 
of its property; namely the Fairchild PT -23 Aircraft. 
39. Plaintiff and Third-Party Defendant have retained the services of J. Kahle Becker for 
purposes of bringing this lawsuit and are entitled to recover reasonable attorneys' fees and 
costs of suit. 
v 
COUNT II 
SLANDER OF TITLE 
40. Plaintiff and Third-Party Defendant restate and re-allege the preceding paragraphs and 
incorporate them herein by reference as though fully set forth. 
41. Defendants have made false and slanderous statements to the Federal Aviation 
Administration by way of sending an improper and false "lien" to their attention. 
42. Plaintiff and Third-Party Defendant have made numerous written and verbal requests to 
Defendants for the return of said airplane. 
43. Defendants have refused to surrender said airplane and have refused to expunge its false 
"lien" with the FAA or its false "possessory lien." 
44. Plaintiff and Third-Party Defendant aver on information and belief that the FAA will not 
provide the documentation which would enable Plaintiff and Third-Party Defendant to 
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operate said airplane so long as Defendants' false "liens" continue to slander and cloud 
the title of said airplane. 
45. Plaintiff and Third-Party Defendant have suffered and will continue to suffer damages to 
be proven at trial as a result of Defendants' malicious slander of and cloud on the title of 
said airplane. 
46. Plaintiff and Third-Party Defendant are entitled to an award of damages in an amount to 
be proven at trial. 
47. Plaintiff and Third-Party Defendant have retained the services of J. Kahle Becker for 
purposes of bringing this lawsuit and are entitled to recover reasonable attorneys' fees and 
costs of suit. 
VI 
COUNT III 
QUIET TITLE, IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL SOCIETY 
48. Plaintiffldaho Military Historical Society restates andre-alleges the preceding paragraphs 
and incorporates them herein by reference as though fully set forth. 
49. Defendants sent a false "claim of lien" to the Federal Aviation Administration on August 
28, 2008 claiming they were entitled to costs for storing, insuring, & maintaining the 
subject aircraft. 
50. Defendants continue to falsely claim they have a "possessory lien" and falsely allege they 
are entitled to costs for storing, insuring, & maintaining the subject aircraft. 
51. Plaintiff Idaho Military Historical Society is the rightful owner of and holds title to said 
aircraft. 
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52. Defendants have no ownership interest in the subject aircraft. 
53. Defendants have no contractual basis for asserting that they were entitled to costs for 
storing, insuring, & maintaining the subject aircraft sufficient to support their filing a lien 
of any sort. 
54. Plaintiff has retained the services of J. Kahle Becker for purposes of bringing this lawsuit 
and is entitled to recover reasonable attorneys' fees and costs of suit. 
VII 
COUNT IV 
IN THE ALTERNATIVE, QUIET TITLE IN IDAHO AVIATION HALL OF FAME 
55. Third-Party Defendant Idaho Aviation Hall ofFarne restates andre-alleges the preceding 
paragraphs and incorporates them herein by reference as though fully set forth. 
56. Should this Court determine that title to the subject aircraft was not properly or effectively 
transferred to the Idaho Military Historical Society, title to the subject aircraft remains 
with Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame. 
57. A copy of the document transferring title to Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame is attached 
hereto as Exhibit C. 
58. A copy of the Federal Aviation Administration Certificate of Registration of the Fairchild 
PT-23 aircraft issued to Third Party Defendant Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame is attached 
hereto as Exhibit D. 
59. Defendants sent a false "claim of lien" to the Federal Aviation Administration on August 
28, 2008 claiming they were entitled to costs for storing, insuring, & maintaining the 
subject aircraft. 
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60. Defendants continue to falsely claim they have a "possessory lien" and falsely allege they 
are entitled to costs for storing, insuring, & maintaining the subject aircraft. 
61. If this Court determines title was not properly transferred to Plaintiff then Third-Party 
Defendant Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame is the rightful owner of and holds title to said 
aircraft. 
62. Defendants have no ownership interest in the subject aircraft. 
63. Defendants have no contractual basis for asserting that they were entitled to costs for 
storing, insuring, & maintaining the subject aircraft sufficient to support their filing a lien 
of any sort. 
64. Third-Party Defendant Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame has retained the services of J. Kahle 
Becker for purposes of bringing this lawsuit and is entitled to recover reasonable 
attorneys' fees and costs of suit. 
VIII 
COUNTV 
CONVERSION 
65. Plaintiff and Third-Party Defendant restate and re-allege the preceding paragraphs and 
incorporate them herein by reference as though fully set forth. 
66. Defendants have flown the subject airplane on at least two occasions. 
67. Defendants have exceeded the terms of their bailment and disobeyed the instructions of 
Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame. 
68. Defendants were aware of the express instructions not to fly the subject airplane. 
69. Defendants' flying of the subject airplane has damaged and endangered the subject 
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airplane. 
70. Defendants' refusal to return the subject airplane to its rightful owner has caused Plaintiff 
and Third-Party Defendant damages in an amount to be proven at trial. 
71. Defendants' flying the subject airplane has caused Plaintiff and Third-Party Defendant 
damages in an amount to be proven at trial. 
72. Plaintiff and Third-Party Defendant have retained the services of J. Kahle Becker for 
purposes of bringing this lawsuit and are entitled to recoverreasonable attorneys' fees and 
costs of suit. 
IX 
COUNT VI 
TRESPASS TO CHATTELS 
73. Plaintiff and Third-Party Defendant restate and re-allege the preceding paragraphs and 
incorporate them herein by reference as though fully set forth. 
74. Defendants have exceeded the terms of their bailment and disobeyed the instructions and 
requests of Plaintiff and Third-Party Defendant. 
75. Defendants have intentionally interfered with Plaintiff and Third-Party Defendant' lawful 
possession of the subject airplane. 
76. Defendants' interference with Plaintiff and Third-Party Defendant' lawful possession of 
the subject airplane has caused Plaintiff and Third-Party Defendant damages in an amount 
to be proven at trial. 
77. Plaintiff and Third-Party Defendant have retained the services of J. Kahle Becker for 
purposes of bringing this lawsuit and are entitled to recover reasonable attorneys' fees and 
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costs of suit. 
X 
COUNT VII 
BREACH OF FIDUCIARY DUTIES 
78. Third-Party Defendant Idaho Aviation Hall ofFame restates andre-alleges the preceding 
paragraphs and incorporates them herein by reference as though fully set forth. 
79. Defendant Holbrook Maslen was a member of the Board ofTrustees of the Idaho Aviation 
Hall of Fame at all times relevant hereto. 
80. Members of the Board of Trustees of the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame have fiduciary 
duties, including the duty ofloyalty, the duty to avoid comingling assets, the duty to avoid 
self dealing, and the duty not to commit waste, to the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame. 
81. Defendant Holbrook Maslen breached his fiduciary duties to the Idaho Aviation Hall of 
Fame as described in the allegations contained in the preceding paragraphs. 
82. Defendant Holbrook Maslen's breach of his fiduciary duties has caused Third-Party 
Defendant Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame damages in an amount to be proven at trial. 
83. Defendant Holbrook Maslen's actions were done knowingly, willfully, and with malicious 
intent, and Counterclaimant is entitled to punitive damages in an amount to be determined 
by proof at trial. 
84. Third-Party Defendant Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame has retained the services of J. Kahle 
Becker for purposes of bringing this lawsuit and is entitled to recover reasonable 
attorneys' fees and costs of suit. 
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XI 
COUNT VIII 
BREACH OF CONTRACT 
85. Third-Party Defendant Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame restates andre-alleges the preceding 
paragraphs and incorporates them herein by reference as though fully set forth. 
86. Defendants were aware of the express instructions not to fly the subject airplane 
87. Defendants have breached the terms of the oral contract for temporary gratuitous bailment 
by flying the subject airplane. 
88. Defendants' flying of the subject airplane has damaged and/or endangered the subject 
airplane. 
89. Defendants' refusal to return the subject airplane to its rightful owner constitutes a further 
breach of the oral contract for temporary gratuitous bailment. 
90. Defendants' breaches have caused Plaintiff and Third-Party Defendant general and 
special damages in an amount to be proven at trial. 
91. Third-Party Defendant Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame has retained the services of J. Kahle 
Becker for purposes of bringing this lawsuit and is entitled to recover reasonable 
attorneys' fees and costs of suit. 
WHEREFORE Plaintiff and Third-Party Defendant pray for judgment against Defendants as 
follows: 
1. That Defendants be restrained by Injunction from disposing of, injuring, flying, or 
concealing the said aircraft from Plaintiff. 
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2. That an Order be issued requiring Defendants to return said aircraft and any and 
all related log books or other necessary documentation to Plaintiff and Third-Party 
Defendant. 
3. That an Order be issued expunging any and all claims, liens, or interests 
Defendants may have or allege to have in the subject airplane and quieting title of 
the same in Plaintiffldaho Military Historical Society. 
4. Alternatively, that an Order be issued expunging any and all claims, liens, or 
interests Defendants may have or allege to have in the subject airplane and 
quieting title of the same in Third-Party Defendant Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame. 
5. That Plaintiff and Third-Party Defendant be awarded general and special damages 
against Defendants jointly and severally. 
6. That Third-Pmiy Defendant Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame be awarded punitive 
damages against Holbrook Maslen for his breaches of his fiduciary duties in an 
amount to be proven at trial. 
7. That Plaintiff and Third-Party Defendant be awarded their attorney's fees and 
costs. 
8. For pre-judgment and post-judgment interest, costs and fees under and pursuant to 
Idaho law, from the date of entry of judgment in this matter until full satisfaction 
of the judgment. 
9. That in the event Defendants have destroyed, lost, or refuse to return the subject 
airplane that Plaintiff and Third-Party Defendant be awarded $60,000. 
10. That Plaintiff and Third-Party Defendant be awarded such other special damages 
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.. 
or further relief as may be proven. 
DATED this f day of May 2010. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
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VERIFICATION 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
:ss 
County of Ada ) 
Russell Trebby after being first duly sworn, deposes and says as follows: 
That he is the President of the Idaho Military Historical Society, Inc. the Plaintiff 
in the foregoing SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR CLAIM AND 
DELIVERY, SLANDER OF TITLE, QUIET TITLE, CONVERSION, TRESPASS 
TO CHATLES, BREACH OF FIDUCIARY DUITES, AND BREACH OF 
CONTRACT that he has read the and believes the facts stated therein are true based 
upon his own information and belief. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Plaintiff has set his hand and seal the day and year first 
above written 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL SOCIETY 
RUSSELL TREBBY 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
:ss 
County of Ada ) 
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VERIFICATION 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
:ss 
County of Ada ) 
John Steele after being first duly sworn, deposes and says as follows: 
That he is the President of the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc. the Plaintiff in 
the foregoing SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR CLAIM AND DELIVERY, 
SLANDER OF TITLE, QUIET TITLE, CONVERSION, TRESPASS TO 
CHATLES, BREACH OF FIDUCIARY DUITES, AND BREACH OF CONTRACT 
that he has read the and believes the facts stated therein are true based upon his own 
information and belief. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Plaintiff has set his hand and seal the day and year first 
above written 
IDAHO AVIATION HALL OF FAME, INC. 
By~~ 
J0HNSTEELE ""'<> 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
:ss 
County of Ada ) 
On this --tf) day of May, in the year 2010, before me bC'fl'S"S(:._ f\\1'\\ni, a notary 
public, personally appeared JOHN STEELE known or identified to me to be the President 
of the corporation that executed the instrument and acknowledged to me that such 
corporation executed the same. 
,,, .......... . 
~~~·~'?>fl- R. A.l( '••,, / ~ .... -" ... ~~···~ ~ \ M tz '[ ·~" . ., . jJ 't\OTA~,r\~ \G\J\J\J\0 ~\N~> 
: * -•- j .-4 i Notary Public for Idaho 
\ fP. JllJB L \ C J * i Residing at: N 
\ ~ '>-•... . .. •:o ~l Commission expire?:: .~0J9 -13 
.,., ~·. •••• .V' # -..,,,~ 0 F lP ~,,~~~ . 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on this _1_!!_ day of May 2010, a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR CLAIM AND DELIVERY, SLANDER 
OF TITLE, QUIET TITLE, CONVERSION, TRESPASS TO CHATTELS, BREACH OF 
FIDUCIARY DUITES, AND BREACH OF CONTRACT, was served upon opposing counsel as 
follows: / 
Kevin E. Dinius US Mail 
Dinius & Associates, PLLC 
5680 E. Franklin Rd. 
Nampa, ID 83687 
Attorney for Defendants 
_ftrsonal Delivery 
~Facsimile 
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Kevin E. Dinius 
Michael J. Hanby II 
DINIUS LAW 
5680 E. Franklin Rd., Suite 130 
Nampa, ID 83687 
Telephone: (208) 475-0100 
Facsimile: (208) 475-0101 
ISB Nos. 5974, 7997 
kdinius@diniuslaw. com 
mhanby@diniuslaw. com 
F I A.k l~;s 9.M. 
JUN 0 4 2010 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
J HEIDEMAN, DEPUTY 
Attorney for Defendants/Counterclaimants/Third Party Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
) 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL ) 
SOCIETY, INC., ) 
) 
Plaintiff, ) 
) 
-vs- ) 
) 
HOLBROOK MASLEN, an individual; ) 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an ) 
Idaho corporation; DOES I-V; and ABC ) 
CORPORATIONS I-V, ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
) 
HOLBROOK MASLEN, an individual; ) 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an ) 
Idaho corporation, ) 
) 
Counterclaimants, ) 
-vs- ) 
________ ) 
CASE NO. CV09-4047-C 
ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT, 
COUNTERCLAIM, THIRD 
PARTY COMPLAINT AND 
DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 
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IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL ) 
SOCIETY, INC., ) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an ) 
Idaho corporation, ) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
-vs- ) 
IDAHO AVIATION HALL OF FAME, ) 
INC., an Idaho corporation, ) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
-------------------- ) 
COMES NOW, HOLBROOK MASLEN and AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC. 
("Defendants"), by and through their attorneys of record, the law firm of Dinius & Associates, 
PLLC, and for answer to Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint for Claim and Delivery, 
Slander of Title, and Quiet Title, Conversion, Trespass to Chattels, Breach of Fiduciary Duties, 
and Breach of Contract (hereinafter, "Amended Complaint"), ADMIT, DENY, AND ALLEGE 
as follows: 
INTRODUCTION 
The following defenses are not stated separately as to each claim for relief or allegation 
of Plaintiff. Nevertheless, the following defenses are applicable, where appropriate, to any and 
all of Plaintiffs claims for relief. Defendants, in asserting the following defenses, do not admit 
that the burden of proving the allegations or denials contained in the defenses is upon 
Defendants, but, to the contrary, assert that by reason of said denials, and by reason of relevant 
statutory and judicial authority, the burden of proving the facts relevant to many of the defenses 
and affirmative defenses and the burden of proving the inverse of the allegations contained in 
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many of the defenses and affirmative defenses is upon the Plaintiff. Moreover, Defendants do 
not admit, in asserting any defense, any responsibility or liability but, to the contrary, specifically 
deny any and all allegations of responsibility and liability contained in Plaintiffs Second 
Amended Complaint. 
FIRST DEFENSE 
Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint fails to state a cause of action against Defendants 
on which relief may be granted. 
SECOND DEFENSE 
Defendants deny each and every allegation contained in Plaintiffs Second Amended 
Complaint on file herein not specifically admitted herein. 
THIRD DEFENSE 
I 
PARTIES 
1. Defendants are without sufficient information or knowledge to either admit or 
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 1 of the Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint and 
therefore deny the same. 
2. Defendants are without sufficient information or knowledge to either admit or 
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 2 of the Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint and 
therefore deny the same. 
3. Defendants admit the allegations contained m Paragraph 3 of the Plaintiffs 
Second Amended Complaint. 
4. Defendants admit the allegations contained m Paragraph 4 of the Plaintiffs 
Second Amended Complaint. 
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5. Defendants are without sufficient information or knowledge to either admit or 
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 5 of the Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint and 
therefore deny the same. 
6. Defendants are without sufficient information or knowledge to either admit or 
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 6 of the Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint and 
therefore deny the same. 
II 
JURISDICTION AND VENUE 
7. In answer to Paragraph 7 of the Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint, 
Defendant admits only that this Court has subject matter jurisdiction over this action. 
8. Defendants admit the allegations contained in Paragraph 8 of the Plaintiffs 
Second Amended Complaint. 
9. Defendants admit the allegations contained in Paragraph 9 of the Plaintiffs 
Second Amended Complaint. 
III 
FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 
10. In answer to Paragraph 10 of the Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint, 
Defendants admit only that Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc. was the owner of a certain 
Fairchild PT-23 aircraft (N60994), Serial number 240, fixed wing, single engine aircraft. 
Defendants deny the remaining allegations contained therein. 
11. Defendants admit the allegations contained in Paragraph 11 of the Plaintiffs 
Second Amended Complaint. 
12. Defendants admit the allegations contained in Paragraph 12 of the Plaintiffs 
Second Amended Complaint. 
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13. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 13 of the Plaintiff's 
Second Amended Complaint. 
14. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 14 of the Plaintiff's 
Second Amended Complaint. 
15. In answer to Paragraph 15 of the Plaintiff's Second Amended Complaint, 
Defendants admit only that the Fairchild Aircraft was displayed at Aeroplanes Over Idaho. 
Defendants deny the remaining allegations contained therein. 
16. In answer to Paragraph 16 of the Plaintiff's Second Amended Complaint, 
Defendants admit only that Defendants and Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame entered into an oral 
contract for storage of the aircraft. Defendants deny the remaining allegations contained therein. 
17. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 17 of the Plaintiff's 
Second Amended Complaint. 
18. In answer to Paragraph 18, Defendants admit only that the Fairchild Aircraft was 
delivered to Defendants. Defendants deny the remaining allegations contained therein. 
19. Defendants admit the allegations contained in Paragraph 19 of the Plaintiff's 
Second Amended Complaint. 
20. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 20 of the Plaintiff's 
Second Amended Complaint. 
21. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 21 of the Plaintiff's 
Second Amended Complaint. 
22. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 22 of the Plaintiff's 
Second Amended Complaint. 
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23. In answer to Paragraph 23 of the Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint, 
Defendants admit only that they have not produced a contract executed by Idaho Aviation Hall 
of Fame. Defendants deny the remaining allegations contained therein. 
24. Defendants are without sufficient information or knowledge to either admit or 
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 24 of the Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint 
and therefore deny the same. 
25. No Exhibit A is attached to Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint. 
26. No Exhibit B is attached to Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint. 
27. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 27 of the Plaintiff's 
Second Amended Complaint. 
28. The allegations contained in Paragraph 28 of Plaintiffs' Amended Complaint call 
for a legal conclusion. To the extent an answer is required, deny. 
29. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 29 of the Plaintiff's 
Second Amended Complaint. 
30. Defendants admit the allegations contained in Paragraph 21 of the Plaintiffs 
Second Amended Complaint. 
31. In answer to Paragraph 31 of the Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint, 
Defendants admit only that a claim of lien was sent to the Federal Aviation Administration on 
August 28, 2008 entitling Defendants to costs associated with maintaining the aircraft. 
Defendants deny the remaining allegations contained therein. 
32. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 32 of the Plaintiffs 
Second Amended Complaint. 
ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT, COUNTERCLAIM, THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT AND 
DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL- 6 
000097 
( 
IV 
COUNT I 
CLAIM AND DELIVERY 
33. Defendants reallege and incorporate the preceding paragraphs of this Answer as if 
they were fully set forth herein. 
34. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 34 of Plaintiffs Second 
Amended Complaint. 
35. In answer to Paragraph 35 of Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint, Defendants 
admit only that Defendants refuse to deliver possession of the aircraft. Defendants deny the 
remaining allegations contained therein. 
36. In answer to Paragraph 36 of Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint, Defendants 
admit only that Defendants refuse to deliver possession of the aircraft. Defendants deny the 
remaining allegations contained therein. 
37. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 37 of Plaintiffs Second 
Amended Complaint. 
38. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 38 of Plaintiffs Second 
Amended Complaint. 
39. Defendants deny the allegations that they are entitled to recover attorney's fees 
and costs. 
v 
COUNT II 
SLANDER OF TITLE 
40. Defendants reallege and incorporate the preceding paragraphs of this Answer as if 
they were fully set forth herein. 
41. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 41 of Plaintiffs Second 
Amended Complaint. 
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42. Defendants admit the allegations contained in Paragraph 42 of Plaintiffs Second 
Amended Complaint. 
43. In answer to Paragraph 43 of Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint, Defendants 
admit only that Defendants refuse to deliver the aircraft and expunge its lien. Defendants deny 
the remaining allegations contained therein. 
44. Defendants are without sufficient information or knowledge to either admit or 
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 44 of the Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint 
and therefore deny the same. 
45. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 45 of Plaintiffs Second 
Amended Complaint. 
46. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 46 of Plaintiffs Second 
Amended Complaint. 
4 7. Defendants deny the allegations that they are entitled to recover attorney's fees 
and costs. 
VI 
COUNT III 
QUIET TITLE, IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL SOCIETY 
48. Defendants reallege and incorporate the preceding paragraphs of this Answer as if 
they were fully set forth herein. 
49. In answer to Paragraph 49 of Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint, Defendants 
admit only that it sent a claim of lien to the Federal Aviation Administration on August 28, 2008 
for costs associated with maintaining the aircraft. Defendants deny the remaining allegations 
contained therein. 
50. In answer to Paragraph 50 of Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint, Defendants 
admit only that it sent a claim of lien to the Federal Aviation Administration on August 28, 2008 
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for costs associated with maintaining the aircraft. Defendants deny the remaining allegations 
contained therein. 
51. Defendants are without sufficient information or knowledge to either admit or 
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 51 of the Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint 
and therefore deny the same. 
52. In answer to Paragraph 52 of Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint, Defendants 
admit only that they are not the owners of the aircraft. 
53. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 53 of Plaintiffs Second 
Amended Complaint. 
54. Defendants deny the allegations that they are entitled to recover attorney's fees 
and costs. 
VII 
COUNT IV 
IN THE ALTERNATIVE, QUIET TITLE IN IDAHO AVIATION HALL OF FAME 
55. Defendants reallege and incorporate the preceding paragraphs of this Answer as if 
they were fully set forth herein. 
56. Defendants are without sufficient information or knowledge to either admit or 
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 56 of the Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint 
and therefore deny the same. 
57. No Exhibit Cis attached to Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint. 
58. No Exhibit Dis attached to Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint. 
59. In answer to Paragraph 59 of Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint, Defendants 
admit only that it sent a claim of lien to the Federal Aviation Administration on August 28, 2008 
for costs associated with maintaining the aircraft. Defendants deny the remaining allegations 
contained therein. 
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60. In answer to Paragraph 60 of Plaintiff's Second Amended Complaint, Defendants 
admit only that it sent a claim of lien to the Federal Aviation Administration on August 28, 2008 
for costs associated with maintaining the aircraft. Defendants deny the remaining allegations 
contained therein. 
61. Defendants are without sufficient information or knowledge to either admit or 
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 61 of the Plaintiff's Second Amended Complaint 
and therefore deny the same. 
62. In answer to Paragraph 62 of Plaintiff's Second Amended Complaint, Defendants 
admit only that they are not the owners of the aircraft. 
63. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 63 of Plaintiff's Second 
Amended Complaint. 
64. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 64 of Plaintiff's Second 
Amended Complaint. 
VIII 
COUNTV 
CONVERSION 
65. Defendants reallege and incorporate the preceding paragraphs of this Answer as if 
they were fully set forth herein. 
66. Defendants admit the allegations contained in Paragraph 66 of Plaintiff's Second 
Amended Complaint. 
67. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 67 of Plaintiff's Second 
Amended Complaint. 
68. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 68 of Plaintiff's Second 
Amended Complaint. 
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69. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 69 of Plaintiffs Second 
Amended Complaint. 
70. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 70 of Plaintiffs Second 
Amended Complaint. 
71. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 71 of Plaintiffs Second 
Amended Complaint. 
72. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 72 of Plaintiffs Second 
Amended Complaint. 
IX 
COUNT VI 
TRESPASS TO CHATTELS 
73. Defendants reallege and incorporate the preceding paragraphs of this Answer as if 
they were fully set forth herein. 
74. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 74 of Plaintiffs Second 
Amended Complaint. 
75. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 75 of Plaintiffs Second 
Amended Complaint. 
76. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 76 of Plaintiffs Second 
Amended Complaint. 
77. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 77 of Plaintiffs Second 
Amended Complaint. 
X 
COUNTVII. 
BREACH OF FIDUCIARY DUTIES 
78. Defendants reallege and incorporate the preceding paragraphs of this Answer as if 
they were fully set forth herein. 
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79. Defendants admit the allegations contained in Paragraph 79 of Plaintiff's Second 
Amended Complaint. 
80. The allegations contained in Paragraph 80 of Plaintiffs' Amended Complaint call 
for a legal conclusion. To the extent an answer is required, deny. 
81. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 81 of Plaintiff's Second 
Amended Complaint. 
82. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 82 of Plaintiff's Second 
Amended Complaint. 
83. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 83 of Plaintiff's Second 
Amended Complaint. 
84. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 84 of Plaintiff's Second 
Amended Complaint. 
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XI 
COUNT VIII 
BREACH OF CONTRACT 
85. Defendants reallege and incorporate the preceding paragraphs of this Answer as if 
they were fully set forth herein. 
86. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 86 of Plaintiffs Second 
Amended Complaint. 
87. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 87 of Plaintiffs Second 
Amended Complaint. 
88. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 88 of Plaintiffs Second 
Amended Complaint. 
89. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 89 of Plaintiffs Second 
Amended Complaint. 
90. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 90 of Plaintiffs Second 
Amended Complaint. 
91. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 91 of Plaintiffs Second 
Amended Complaint. 
PRAYER 
In response to the prayer contained on. pages 13-15 of the Plaintiffs Second Amended 
Complaint and to the extent that Plaintiffs prayer attempts to allege facts or state claims for 
relief against Defendants, Defendants deny the contents of the prayer in its entirety. 
FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
The facts alleged by Plaintiff fail to state a claim upon which relief may be granted. 
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SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Defendant Maslen Holbrook is not a proper party to this action. 
THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Plaintiff is not the real party in interest, contrary to Rule 17 of the Idaho Rules of Civil 
Procedure, with reference to Plaintiffs claim. 
FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Plaintiff has failed to join an indispensable party to this action. 
FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
That the Defendant is now and was at all times mentioned in the Plaintiffs Second 
Amended Complaint non-profit institution and Defendants' liability is accordingly thereby 
limited. 
SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
That Plaintiff has failed to take reasonable steps to mitigate the claimed or alleged 
damage. 
SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
That the Plaintiff was guilty of laches and unreasonable delay in bringing this action and 
in asserting any cause of action against defendant and that such laches and unreasonable delay 
were without good cause and substantially prejudiced the Defendants. 
EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Plaintiffs claims are barred by the doctrines of waiver and estoppel. 
NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint fails to state a claim for relief against Defendants 
entitling Plaintiffto punitive damages in accordance with Idaho Cod§ 6-1604. 
FUTURE AMENDMENTS TO PLEADINGS 
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Defendants have been unable to complete discovery, the ultimate result of which may 
disclose the existence of further and additional defenses that are relevant and germane to this 
litigation. Defendants therefore reserve the right to seek leave of this Court to amend their 
answer if deemed appropriate. 
COUNTERCLAIM 
COMES NOW, Counterclaimant Aeroplanes Over Idaho, Inc. (hereinafter "AOI"), by 
and through its counsel of record, Dinius & Associates, PLLC, and for a cause of action against 
Counterdefendant Idaho Military Historical Society, Inc. (hereinafter, "IMHS"), complains and 
alleges as follows: 
1. Counterclaimant, AOI, is a non-profit corporation incorporated under the laws of 
the state of Idaho with its principal place of business at 5118 Hubler Lane, Caldwell, Idaho 
83605. 
2. Counterdefendant IMHS is a corporation incorporated under the laws of the state 
ofldaho with it principal place of business at 4040 W. Guard Street, Boise, ID 83705. 
3. Jurisdiction is proper in this Court pursuant to Idaho Code§ 1-705 and/or Idaho 
Code§ 5-514. 
4. Venue is proper in Canyon County pursuant to Idaho Code § 5-404. 
FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 
5. In 2005, the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc. ("Hall of Fame"), owned a 
Fairchild PT-23 aircraft (N60994), serial number 240 ("the aircraft"). 
6. Holbrook Maslen ("Maslen") is the President of AOI. 
7. Maslen has been a member of the Board of Trustees of the Hall of Fame since 
approximately 1992. 
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8. In November 2005, the Hall of Fame was having financial difficulties and could 
no longer afford to store, maintain, and insure the aircraft and other miscellaneous items 
associated with the aircraft. 
9. In 2005, the Hall of Fame and AOI entered into discussions wherein it was 
contemplated that AOI and the Hall of Fame would form an alliance where AOI would provide 
the "hands on experience" in displaying certain aircraft. 
10. AOI took possession of the aircraft on or about February 13,2006. 
11. From that date to present, AOI paid to insure the aircraft. 
12. From that date to present, AOI has incurred costs for storage of the aircraft and 
miscellaneous items. 
13. From that date to present, AOI has incurred maintenance costs associated with the 
aircraft. 
14. From February 2006 through the beginning of 2008, AOI and the Hall of Fame 
continued discussing the association. 
15. It was the understanding of AOI that it would title to the aircraft would be 
transferred to AOI or, in the alternative, that AOI would be reimbursed for the costs associated 
with storing and maintaining the aircraft. 
16. In 2008, the Hall of Fame became silent as to its commitment. 
17. In March 2008, Maslen, on behalf of AOI, informed Mr. Bill Miller, board 
member of the Hall of Fame, of the costs associated with storing the aircraft and other items. 
18. The Hall of Fame did not make an attempt to retrieve the aircraft or other items at 
that time. 
19. The Hall of Fame did not pay, or make arrangements to pay for these costs. 
20. The Hall of Fame did not dispute the validity of the debt until March 2009. 
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21. AOI placed a lien on the aircraft for storage costs, maintenance, repairs, and 
insurance in August 2008. 
22. In March 2009, AOI received a letter from the Idaho Military Historical Society, 
Inc. ("IMHS") stating that it was the owner of the aircraft and to facilitate it in taking possession. 
23. AOI informed IMHS of the lien filed with the Federal Aviation Administration. 
24. AOI did not receive a response to this letter. 
25. Representatives of the Hall of Fame and/or IMHS attempted to steal the aircraft 
from its place of storage on March 25, 2009. 
26. Maslen and AOI were served with a Complaint from IMHS on April21, 2009. 
COUNT I 
Foreclosure of Lien 
27. AOI realleges and incorporates the preceding paragraphs of this Counterclaim as 
if they were fully set forth herein. 
28. IMHS claims ownership of the aircraft and related items based on Exhibit A to 
their Complaint, dated June 2008. 
29. AOI claims an interest to the aircraft and related items pursuant to a lien filed 
with the FAA in August 2008. 
30. The interests ofiMHS are subservient to the interest of AOI. 
31. AOI began to supply labor, materials, and insurance necessary for the 
preservation of the Aircraft in February 2006. AOI continues to provide such services in order to 
maintain the Aircraft. 
32. These services were agreed upon and the reasonable value of such, as of May 31, 
2008 is $14,630.00. 
33. AOI caused to be drawn and recorded a Claim of Lien, at a cost of $5.00 for the 
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recording thereof, for such labor, materials and services, which lien was filed with the Federal 
Aviation Administration on August 8, 2008, as Instrument No. 082211200542, a true and correct 
copy of which is attached hereto as "Exhibit A". Notice of said lien was duly mailed pursuant to 
Idaho Code§ 45-1103, but IMHS has failed and refused to pay the amount due to Aeroplanes 
Over Idaho. 
34. That AOI has been required to retain the services of the law firm of Dinius & 
Associates, PLLC to prosecute this action; the sum of $2,000.00 is a reasonable sum if this case 
is uncontested, or such additional attorney fees as set by the Court if this matter is contested. 
COUNT II 
UNJUST ENRICHMENT 
35. AOI realleges and incorporates the preceding paragraphs of this Complaint as if 
they were fully set forth herein. 
36. AOI conferred a benefit upon the IMHS by providing serv1ces, labor, and 
insurance to maintain the aircraft. 
37. IMHS was aware of and appreciated the benefit conferred upon them by AOI. 
38. It is inequitable for the IMHS to retain the benefit of the labor, materials and 
services without paying AOI for the cost/value of the labor, materials and services that were 
required to maintain the aircraft. 
39. Because ofiMHS's failure to pay for the labor, materials and services, the Hall of 
Fame has been unjustly enriched in the amount of $14,630.00 which is the outstanding balance 
due to AOI after deducting all just credits, payments and offsets. 
40. AOI has been required to retain the services of the law firm of Dinius & 
Associates, PLLC to prosecute this action; the sum of $2,000.00 is a reasonable sum if this case 
is uncontested or such additional attorney fees as set by the Court if this matter is contested. 
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REQUEST FOR ATTORNEY FEES 
Pursuant to Idaho Code §§ 12-120 and 45-1101 et seq., Counterclaimant is entitled to its 
reasonable attorney fees in the sum of $2,000.00 in the event this Counterclaim is uncontested 
and goes by default and, otherwise, such additional sum as may be awarded by the Court 
pursuant to I.R.C.P. 54( e). 
WHEREFORE, Counterclaimant prays for Judgment, Order and Decree of this Court as 
follows: 
1. For the entry of a money judgment against Counterdefendant in the sum of 
$14,630.00, together with 12% interest from March 1, 2006 to the date of Judgment and statutory 
interest from and after the date of Judgment; 
2. That the Counterclaimant be declared to have a valid lien against the property in 
the amount of$14,630.00; 
3. That it be declared by the Court that the Counterdefendant, and all persons 
claiming under them, have only such claim of interest in said property as is subsequent, 
subordinate, junior and inferior to Counterclaimant' s said lien; 
4. That the Counterdefendant and all persons claiming or to claim said property or 
any part thereof by, through or under said Counterdefendant be barred and foreclosed of all right, 
title, interest, claim or equity of redemption in and to the property described in the Claim of Lien 
held by Counterclaimant, or any part of said property; 
5. For the sum of$2,000.00 as and for attorney fees necessitated in this action ifthe 
matter is uncontested, or a reasonable sum as set by the Court if the matter is contested; 
6. For statutory interest after Judgment; 
7. For the cost of recording Counterclaimant's Claim of Lien in the sum of$5.00; 
8. For costs of suit incurred herein; and 
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9. For such other and further relief as the Court may deem proper in the premises. 
DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 
Counterclaimant demands a trial by jury composed of no less than twelve (12) persons on 
all issues so triable, pursuant to Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 38(b ). 
THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT 
COMES NOW, Aeroplanes Over Idaho, Inc. ("AOI"), a non-profit Idaho Corporation, by 
and through its counsel of record, Dinius & Associates, PLLC, and for causes of action against 
the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc. ("Hall of Fame"), complain and allege as follows: 
I. 
Parties 
1. Aeroplanes Over Idaho, Inc., is a non-profit corporation incorporated under the 
laws of the state of Idaho with its principal place of business at 5118 Hubler Lane, Caldwell, 
Idaho 83605. 
2. The Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc. is a corporation incorporated under the 
laws of the state of Idaho with its principal place of business at 3591 Rickenbacker St., Boise, 
Idaho 83705. 
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II. 
JURISDICTION AND VENUE 
3. Jurisdiction is proper in this Court pursuant to Idaho Code § 1-705 and/or Idaho 
Code§ 5-514. 
4. Venue is proper in Canyon County pursuant to Idaho Code§ 5-404. 
III. 
FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 
5. In 2005, the Hall of Fame owned a Fairchild PT-23 aircraft (N60994), serial 
number 240 ("the aircraft"). 
6. Holbrook Maslen ("Maslen") is the President of AOI. 
7. Maslen has been a member of the Board of Trustees of the Hall of Fame since 
approximately 1992. 
8. In November 2005, the Hall of Fame was having financial difficulties and could 
no longer afford to store, maintain, and insure the aircraft and other miscellaneous items 
associated with the aircraft. 
9. In 2005, the Hall of Fame and AOI entered into discusseions wherein it was 
contemplated that AOI and the Hall of Fame would form an alliance where AOI would provide 
the "hands on experience" in displaying certain aircraft. 
10. AOI took possession of the aircraft on or about February 13, 2006. 
11. From that date to present, AOI paid to insure the aircraft. 
12. From that date to present, AOI has incurred costs for storage of the aircraft and 
miscellaneous items. 
13. From that date to present, AOI has incurred maintenance costs associated with the 
aircraft. 
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14. From February 2006 through the beginning of 2008, AOI and the Hall of Fame 
continued discussing the association. 
15. It was the understanding of AOI that it would title to the aircraft would be 
transferred to AOI or, in the alternative, that AOI would be reimbursed for the costs associated 
with storing and maintaining the aircraft. 
16. In 2008, the Hall of Fame became silent as to its commitment. 
17. In March 2008, Maslen, on behalf of AOI, informed Mr. Bill Miller, board 
member of the Hall of Fame, of the costs associated with storing the aircraft and other items. 
18. The Hall of Fame did not make an attempt to retrieve the aircraft or other items at 
that time. 
19. The Hall of Fame did not pay, or make arrangements to pay for these costs. 
20. The Hall of Fame did not dispute the validity of the debt until March 2009. 
21. AOI placed a lien on the aircraft for storage costs, maintenance, repairs, and 
insurance in August 2008, a copy of which is attached hereto as "Exhibit A." 
22. In March 2009, AOI received a letter from the Idaho Military Historical Society, 
Inc. ("IMHS") stating that it was the owner of the aircraft and to facilitate it in taking possession. 
23. AOI informed IMHS of the lien filed with the Federal Aviation Administration. 
24. AOI did not receive a response to this letter. 
25. Representatives of the Hall of Fame and/or IMHS attempted to steal the aircraft 
from its place of storage on March 25, 2009. 
26. Maslen and AOI were served with a Complaint from IMHS on April21, 2009. 
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COUNT I 
Breach of Contract 
27. AOI realleges and incorporates the preceding paragraphs of this Complaint as if 
they were fully set forth herein. 
28. Third Party Defendant promised to pay AOI for the labor, materials and services 
provided, and AOI promised to provide labor, materials and services, constituting a valid, 
binding contract. 
29. AOI fully performed its obligations and duties under the contract. 
30. Third Party Defendant's refusal to pay AOI constitutes a material breach of the 
contract. 
31. As a result of Third Party Defendant's breach, AOI has been damaged in the 
amount of $14,630.00, which is the outstanding balance due to Plaintiff after deducting all just 
credits, payments and offsets. 
32. AOI has been required to retain the services of the law firm of Dinius & 
Associates, PLLC to prosecute this action; the sum of $2,000.00 is a reasonable sum if this case 
is uncontested, or such additional attorney fees as set by the Court if this matter is contested. 
COUNT II 
Unjust Enrichment 
33. AOI realleges and incorporates the preceding paragraphs of this Complaint as if 
they were fully set forth herein. 
34. AOI conferred a benefit upon the Hall of Fame by providing services, labor, and 
insurance to maintain the aircraft at Defendant's request. 
35. The Hall of Fame was aware of and appreciated the benefit conferred upon them 
by AOI. 
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36. It is inequitable for the Hall of Fame to retain the benefit of the labor, materials 
and services without paying AOI for the cost/value of the labor, materials and services that were 
required to maintain the aircraft. 
37. Because ofthe Hall of Fame's failure to pay for the labor, materials and services, 
the Hall of Fame has been unjustly enriched in the amount of $14,630.00 which is the 
outstanding balance due to AOI after deducting all just credits, payments and offsets. 
38. AOI has been required to retain the services of the law firm of Dinius & 
Associates, PLLC to prosecute this action; the sum of $2,000.00 is a reasonable sum if this case 
is uncontested or such additional attorney .fees as set by the Court if this matter is contested. 
COUNT III 
Foreclosure of Lien 
39. AOI realleges and incorporates the preceding paragraphs of this Complaint as if 
they were fully set forth herein. 
40. The Hall of Fame was the owner of the aircraft at the time AOI commenced 
maintaining the aircraft. 
41. On information and belief, title to the aircraft was not effectively transferred to 
the IMHS and that the Hall of Fame is the current owner of the aircraft. 
42. AOI claims an interest to the aircraft and related items pursuant to a lien filed 
with the FAA in August 2008. 
43. The interests ofthe Hall of Fame are subject to the interest of AOI. 
44. AOI began to supply labor, materials, and insurance necessary for the 
preservation of the Aircraft in February 2006. AOI continues to provide such services in order to 
maintain the Aircraft. 
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45. These services were agreed upon and the reasonable value of such, as of May 31, 
2008 is $14,630.00. 
46. AOI caused to be drawn and recorded a Claim of Lien, at a cost of $5.00 for the 
recording thereof, for such labor, materials and services, which lien was filed with the Federal 
Aviation Administration on August 8,2008, as Instrument No. 082211200542, a true and correct 
copy of which is attached hereto as "Exhibit A". Notice of said lien was duly mailed within 5 
business days of the filing of said lien pursuant to § 45-1103, but the Hall of Fame has failed and 
refused to pay the amount due to AOI. 
47. That AOI has been required to retain the services of the law firm of Dinius & 
Associates, PLLC to prosecute this action; the sum of $2,000.00 is a reasonable sum if this case 
is uncontested or such additional attorney fees as set by the Court if this matter is contested. 
Dated this~ day of June, 2010. 
DINIUS LAW 
~~ ~: ~ 7 Kevin~~-
Michael J. Hanby 
Attorneys for Defendants 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I, the undersigned, hereby certify that on the~ day of June, 2010, a true and correct 
copy of the above and foregoing document was served upon the following by: 
J. Kahle Becker 
Attorney at Law 
1020 W. Main St., Suite 400 
Boise, ID 83702 
D 
D 
D [Z] 
US Mail 
Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivery 
Facsimile- No. 343-3246 
cmff:\Clients\M\Maslen, Holbrook 24311\Non-Discovery\Answer to Second Amended Complaint,Counterclaim and Third Party 
Complaint.docx 
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CLAIM OF LIEN 
TO: THE FEDERAL AVMTION ADMINISTRATION 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Claimant has and claims a lien against the property hereinafter 
described for labor performed and/or material furnished for the improvement of said property as 
follows: 
1. CLAIMANT'S NAME~ The name of the claimant is Aeroplanes Over Idaho, Inc. 
2. STATEMENT OF CLAIMANT'S DEMAND: Claimant hereby delnands the sum of 
$12,025.80, which sum is the amount due to Claimant after deducting all just credits and offsets, 
PLUS interest, filing fees, recording fees, and reasonable attorney fees. Claimant's demand is for 
materials furnished to and/or labor performed at the request ofldaho Aviation Hall of Fame, last 
furnished July 31, 2008. 
3. NAME OF OWNEJl: The name of the owner, or reputed owner, of said property, is 
Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame. 
4. DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY: .~ p~perty subject to and to be charged with this 
Claim of Lien is a Fairchild, Model PT23, 240, N60994. · 
• •• • # 
... 
Claimant has read the foregoing and believes the same to be true and just. 
DATED this "Z. ~-n~- day of August, 2008. 
':1 ·t:··:;! .. '! 
CLAIM OF LIEN - I 
By: C~~es Voiil118Dn 
Its: )A:aintenance Supervisor 
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STATE of IDAHO ) 
County of ~ ; ss. 
y of A~ 2008, before me, a Notary Public, p::rsonally appeared 
~~u.==i:i~----lt....::.07tf~~~JJ=-t.:.JJ:...--:-- known or identified to me to be the _tJfJ~~~~qQ~~o~f~the corporation that executed the instrument on !Jehalf of said 
corporation, aJ'ld owledged to me that such corporation executed the same and !Pat the 
statements therein contained are true and just. 
·.. • 't: ~ . 
•,•' .... 
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CANYON COUNTY CI..EAK 
B RAYNE, DSPlJ1'Y 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
) 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL SOCIETY, ) 
INC., ) 
) 
Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
) 
HOLBROOK MASLEN, an individual; ) 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an ) 
Idaho corporation; DOES 1-V; and ABC ) 
CORPORATIONS I-V, ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
And related Counterclaims and Third-Party Claims. ) 
INTRODUCTION 
ORDER ON PLAINTIFF'S 
MOTION FOR 
RECONSIDERATION 
AND MOTIONS FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
CV-2009-4047-C 
Plaintiffldaho Military Historical Society, Inc. (IMHS) commenced this action by filing 
a Complaint for Claim and Delivery, pursuant to Idaho Code Title 8, Chapter 3, on April16, 
2009, with respect to a1943 Fairchild PT-23 aircraft. On May19, 2009, the court issued an Order 
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to Show Cause setting Plaintiffs claim for a writ of possession of the aircraft for hearing on June 
1, 2009. At the hearing, Defendants Maslen and Aeroplanes Over Idaho, Inc. (AOI) agreed to 
surrender possession of the aircraft upon Plaintiff filing an undertaking in accordance with Idaho 
Code Section 8-303. However, Plaintiff subsequently withdrew its application for immediate 
possession of the aircraft. 
On August 6, 2009, IMHS filed an Amended Complaint asserting three counts for claim 
and delivery, slander of title, and quiet title. Defendants filed their Answer, Counterclaim by 
AOI and Third-Party Complaint by AOI against the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame (IAHF). IAHF 
filed its "Reply" to the third-party complaint on September 15,2009. IAHF did not assert any 
counterclaims against AOI in its pleading. 
On March 22, 2010, IMHS filed its Motion for Permission to File Plaintiffs Second 
Amended Complaint. The proposed Second Amended Complaint included the claims set out in 
IMHS 's amended complaint, together with additional claims for conversion, trespass to chattels, 
unjust enrichment, breach of fiduciary duty against Maslen, and breach of contract, and quiet 
title on behalf of IAHF. The proposed Second Amended Complaint bore an amended caption 
including both IMHS and IAHF as Plaintiffs. In its Brief in Support ofthe Motion, Plaintiff 
stated: 
Here, Plaintiffs received evidence in response to discovery requests which 
incriminates Defendants and provides grounds to assert several new causes of action .... 
These new causes of action would have been brought by Third Party Defendant, Idaho 
Aviation Hall of Fame had it known of them at the time of filing the original Complaint. 
For the sake of simplicity in further pleadings, Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame now seeks to 
designate itself as an additional Plaintiff. 
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Plaintiff's motion did not explain why: (1) IAHF could not assert any claims it had 
against AOI could not be asserted in a third-party counterclaim pursuant to I.R.C.P. 14(a); (2) 
IAHF, as a third-party defendant, could properly assert a claim against Maslen, when Maslen had 
not asserted a third-party complaint against IAHF; and (3) how it was otherwise proper for the 
court to "designate" IAHF as a Plaintiff, when it was asserting its own quiet title to the aircraft. 
The court granted Plaintiffs Motion to File a Second Amended Complaint asserting 
additional claims against Defendants (except for the proposed claim for unjust enrichment) on 
the record, at the hearing on Plaintiffs motion, on April8, 2010. On April28, 2010, the court 
entered its Order on Motion for Leave to Amend the Complaint and Motion for Discovery 
Sanctions. In its Order, the court denied the request by IMHS and IAHF to designate IAHF as a 
plaintiff, noting: 
However, at this juncture in the case, because IMHS and IAHF are both asserting quiet 
title claims that are necessarily adverse to one another and because Defendants have 
asserted distinct claims against IMHS and IAHF, the court finds that there is no reason to 
change the parties' current designations in this action. 
Despite the court's Order, Plaintiff filed a Second Amended Answer purporting to assert 
claims on behalf of "Plaintiff and Third-Party Defendant."1 On June 4, 2010, Defendants filed 
their Answer to Second Amended Complaint, Counterclaim, Third Party Complaint and Demand 
for Jury Trial. In their Answer, Defendants included affirmative defenses asserting that IMHS is 
not the real party in interest and failure to join an indispensable party. 
IAHF never attempted nor sought leave to file a third-party counterclaim against AOI. 
1 The court notes that, on May 19, 20 10, less than a month after the court's Order, Plaintiff filed a Motion for 
Clarification of the court's Order, but only with respect to the award of sanctions. Plaintiff did not seek clarification 
of the Order with respect to the designation of IAHF as a plaintiff in the action. 
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MOTIONS BEFORE THE COURT 
On December 8, 2010, Defendants filed their Motion for Summary Judgment, seeking to 
dismiss the claims asserted by IMHS in its Second Amended Complaint, together with 
supporting affidavits and a memorandum of law. On the same date, IAHF filed a Motion for 
Reconsideration of the court's April28, 2010 Order, to the extent the court declined to 
"designate" IAHF as a plaintiff in this action, together with a brief in support. 
On December 16,2010, IMHS and IAHF filed a Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, 
together with supporting affidavits and a brief in support. 
On December 27, 2010, IMHS and IAHF filed a Motion to Strike Defendants' expert 
witness disclosures and to limit the testimony of Defendants' experts at trial. 
On January 6, 2011, Defendants filed a Motion to Strike portions of the affidavits of 
counsel filed by IMHS and IAHF in opposition to Defendants' Motion for Summary Judgment 
and in support ofiMHS and IAHF's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment. 
The motions came before the court for hearing on January 13, 2011. At the hearing, Mr. 
J. Kahle Becker appeared on behalf ofiMHS and IAHF, and Mr. Kevin Dinius appeared on 
behalf of AOI and Mr. Maslen. During the course of the hearing, several matters were resolved 
on the record: (1) the court made a determination with respect to Defendants' expert witness 
disclosures; (2) Defendants withdrew their Motion to Strike portions of the affidavits filed by 
counsel for IMHS and IAHF with respect to the Motions for Summary Judgment; and (3) 
counsel stipulated that all claims asserted against IAHF and all claims purportedly asserted by 
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IAHF would be dismissed without prejudice and with each party to bear his or its own costs and 
attorney fees. The court has entered a separate Order on the parties' stipulation on this date. 
The court reserved decision on the Motions for Summary Judgment. After considering 
the arguments of counsel, the memoranda and evidence submitted in connections with the 
motions, the record in this action, and the applicable law, the court makes the following 
determination on the Motions for Summary Judgment. 
DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Defendants move for summary judgment dismissing the claims asserted by IMHS in the 
Second Amended Complaint: (1) Claim and Delivery (Count I); Slander of Title (Count II); 
Quiet Title in IMHS (Count III); Conversion (Count V); and Trespass to Chattels (Count VI). 
I. Summary Judgment Standard 
Summary judgment is proper when "the pleadings, depositions, and admissions on file, 
together with the affidavits, if any, show that there is no genuine issue as to any material fact 
and that the moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter of law." I.R.C.P. 56( c). In 
determining a motion for sunlffiary judgment, the court must construe all disputed facts liberally 
in favor of the non-moving party, and must draw all reasonable inferences in favor of the party 
resisting the motion. G & M Farms v. Funk Irrigation Co., 119 Idaho 514, 517 (1991). 
The party moving for summary judgment has the burden of demonstrating the absence of 
a genuine issue of material fact. Farm Bureau Ins. Co. of Idaho v. Kinsey, 149 Idaho 415, _, 
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234 P.3d 739, 742 (2010). As a general rule, if reasonable minds could reach different 
conclusions on the evidence presented, the court must deny the motion. Id. 
Supporting and opposing affidavits must be made upon personal knowledge, set forth 
such facts as would be admissible in evidence, and show affirmatively that the affiant is 
competent to testifY to the matters stated therein. I.R. C.P. 56( e). Sworn or certified copies of all 
papers or parts thereof referred to in an affidavit must be attached or served with the affidavit. 
Id. When the moving party supports a motion for summary judgment with competent admissible 
evidence, the adverse party may not rest upon the mere allegations or denials contained in that 
party's pleadings in order to establish the existence of a genuine issue of fact for trial, but must 
set forth specific facts, in admissible form. Id. 
II. Claim and Delivery 
Defendants assert that the court should dismiss Count I of the Complaint for claim and 
delivery because IMHS waived that claim by failing to post a bond to secure immediate 
possession of the property at the outset of the action and IMHS has no cognizable damages on 
its claim. 
Idaho's claim and delivery statutes replaced the common law action for replevin in this 
state. National Motor Service Co. v. Walters, 85 Idaho 349, 361, 379 P.2d 643,651 (1963). 
While Idaho Code Title 8, Chapter 3 allows a party asserting a cause of action for claim and 
delivery to obtain immediate possession of the property, it does not provide "that he cannot 
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maintain his action unless he demands immediate possession of the personal property" at the 
outset of the action. Bates v. Capital State Bank, 21 Idaho 141, _, 121 P.561, 563 (1912). 
Since Plaintiffs seek recovery of the aircraft in Count I, based upon Defendants' alleged 
wrongful refusal to surrender possession, the court concludes that Plaintiffs have a cause of 
action for claim and delivery. 
III. Slander of Title 
Defendants next contend that the court should dismiss Count II of the Second Amended 
Complaint, for slander oftitle, because IMHS cannot establish: (1) the lien AOI filed with the 
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) in August 2008 is false; (2) malice; and (3) special 
damages. 
A party asserting a claim for slander of title must prove: ( 1) publication of a slanderous 
statement; (2) its falsity; (3) malice; and ( 4) resulting special damages. Weitz v. Green, 148 
Idaho 851, 862,230 P.3d 743, 754 (2010). Malice has been defined as a reckless disregard for 
the truth or falsity of a statement. !d. An action will not lie where a statement in slander of title, 
although false, was made in good faith with probable cause for believing it. Id. Attorneys fees 
and legal expenses incurred in removing a cloud from title constitute special damages for 
purposes of a slander of title claim. !d. 
IMHS has alleged: (1) that there is no written contract between itself or IAHF and 
Defendants for storage, insurance, or maintenance of the aircraft; (2) Defendants made false and 
slanderous statements to the FAA in the claim of lien filed with respect to the aircraft; and (3) 
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the FAA will not provide the necessary documentation for IMHS to operate the aircraft while 
the lien remains of record. 
The court cannot conclude, as a matter of law, that Defendants' claim of lien is not false. 
Idaho Code Section 45-1102 authorizes a non-possessory lien in favor of any person "who 
expends labor, skill, or materials upon an aircraft2 .•. at the request of its owner ... for the 
contract price of the expenditure, or in the absence of a contract price, for the reasonable value 
of the expenditure." The lien is dependent upon recordation at the FAA aircraft registry and 
"must be created by written contract between the parties .... signed by the customer, and 
predate the commencement of work for which the lien is applicable." 
The evidence in the record is sufficient to support a finding by the trier of fact that, at the 
time the claim of lien was filed with the FAA, there was no written contract signed by IAHF or 
IMHS that predated the commencement of the work purportedly covered by the lien. The court 
concludes that, if the trier of fact made such a finding, such evidence is sufficient to establish 
that the lien filed by AOI is false and that it was filed with reckless disregard for the truth. 
The court also concludes that IMHS's allegation that recording of the lien has precluded 
it from obtaining the necessary documentation necessary to operate the aircraft is a sufficient 
claim for special damages, if established at trial.3 
2 Defendants' assertion, in their Memorandum in Support of their Motion for Summary Judgment, that the lien filed 
with the FAA was, at least in part, for storage is misplaced, as the statute does not purport to authorize a non-
possessory lien for storage. 
3 It would also appear that a party pursuing a slander of title claim in conjunction with a quiet title claim to property 
or in an action in which the party is opposing enforcement of a lien against property may recover costs and attorney 
fees incurred on the quiet title and/or lien claim as damages on the slander of title claim. Ray/ v. Shull Enterprises, 
Inc., 108 Idaho 524, 529, 700 P.2d 567, 572 (1984). 
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IV. Quiet Title in IMHS 
Defendants claim that the court must dismiss Count III of the Second Amended 
Complaint, quieting title to the aircraft in IMHS, because "AOI has never claimed an ownership 
interest in the Aircraft." 
Idaho Code Section 6-401 authorizes an action "by any person against another who 
claims an estate or interest in real or personal property adverse to him, for the purpose of 
determining such adverse claim." Here, AOI claims an interest in the airplane, in the form of a 
possessory lien, adverse to IMHS's claim oftitle and the right to immediate possession of the 
aircraft. In fact, in its counterclaim, AOI asserts that "the interests of IMHS are subservient to 
the interests of AOI." 
Accordingly, the court cannot, as a matter of law, conclude that IMHS's quiet title claim 
is improper upon the evidence before the court. 
V. Conversion 
In Count IV of the Second Amended Complaint, IMHS seeks damages for conversion of 
the aircraft. IMHS alleges that Defendants exceeded the terms of their bailment and disobeyed 
IAHF's instructions not to fly the aircraft. 
Generally, conversion is defined as a distinct act of dominion wrongly asserted over 
another's personal property in denial or inconsistent with rights therein. Peasley Transfer & 
Storage Co. v. Smith, 132 Idaho 732, 743, 979 P.2d 605, 616 (1999). 
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Defendants assert that the court must dismiss IMHS's conversion claim because: (1) 
IAHF deposited the aircraft with AOI and (2) AOI did not wrongly assert dominion over the 
aircraft because their possession is based on a possessory lien. 
As to Defendants' first claim, the fact that IAHF originally voluntarily delivered 
possession to AOI is not dispositive of the conversion claim. A "right of action for conversion 
accrues in favor of the owner of the property as soon as the property is wrongfully taken from 
his possession or wrongfully converted." Id. (emphasis added). Where there has been a 
positive act of dominion over another's property, unauthorized by the owner, it is not necessary 
that the actor intend to commit a trespass or conversion. Id. An actor may be liable where he 
has in fact exercised dominion or control, although he may be quite unaware of existence of 
rights with which he interferes. Id. 
As to Defendants' second claim, to the extent IMHS asserts that its claim for conversion 
is based upon violation of a bailment agreement between IAHF and AOI, the court concludes 
that IMHS does not have standing to assert such claim. It is a fundamental tenet of American 
jurisprudence that a person wishing to invoke a court's jurisdiction must have standing. 
Schneider v. Howe, 142 Idaho 767,772, 133 P.3d 1232, 1237 (2006). In order to satisfy the 
requirement of standing, the party asserting a claim must demonstrate an injury in fact and a 
substantial likelihood that the judicial relief requested will prevent or redress the claimed injury. 
Id. Here, there is no basis for the court to conclude that IMHS suffered any injury in fact as the 
result of AOI's alleged breach of any bailment agreement with IAHF or that an award of 
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damages to IMHS for conversion based the violation of such an agreement will redress any 
stemming from such a violation. 
However, IMHS may have an independent conversion claim against AOI based upon 
AOI's use of the aircraft during the period IMHS owned the aircraft. AOI contends: (1) it was 
entitled to a possessory lien against the aircraft, pursuant to Idaho Code Section 45-805, for 
storage costs incurred from June 2008, when IAHF purportedly transferred ownership of the 
aircraft to IMHS, until March 2009, when IMHS allegedly first notified AOI of its interest in the 
aircraft; (2) there was no bailment agreement between IMHS and AOI; and (3) therefore, it was 
in lawful possession of the aircraft, to enforce its lien, until paid by IMHS for the costs incurred. 
Even assuming Defendants are correct that their possession of the aircraft was lawful as 
to IMHS, enforcement of a lien by possession of property creates a bailment. See Comstock v. 
Kaniksu Resort, 117 Idaho 990, 994, 793 P .2d 222, 226 (Ct. App. 1990) ("Where a possessory 
lienor is liable to the bailor for harm or conversion of the chattel upon which a lien exists .... " 
quoting RESTATEMENT OF SECURITY§ 78 (1941).). As a general rule, "use ofthe chattel 
by the lienor without the consent of the bailor is an act of conversion." Restatement (First) of 
Security§ 70 (1941). The court cannot conclude, on the evidence before it, that AOI's use of 
the aircraft was permitted by IMHS during the period IMHS owned the aircraft, as a matter of 
law. 
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VI. Trespass to Chattels 
Defendants seek summary judgment dismissing IMHS' s claim for trespass to chattels on 
the same basis they asserted the court should dismiss IMHS' s conversion claim. 
Defendants also claim that the court must dismiss the claim for trespass to chattels 
because, pursuant to the Restatement, IMHS must prove actual injury in order to establish a 
claim for trespass to chattels. 
However, Restatement (Second) of Torts§ 222 (1965) states: 
One who dispossesses another of a chattel is subject to liability in trespass for the 
damage done. If the dispossession seriously interferes with the right of the other to 
control the chattel, the actor may also be subject to liability for conversion. 
"A dispossession is always a trespass to the chattel, and subjects the actor to liability for at least 
nominal damages for the interference with the possession." !d. (Comment (a)). 
Accordingly, Defendants have not established that, as a matter of law, IMHS cannot 
prevail on its claim for trespass to chattels without proving actual damages.4 
VII. Conclusion 
Based on the foregoing, Defendants' Motion for Summary Judgment dismissing Counts 
I, II, III, V, and VI of the Second Amended Complaint is denied. 
4 However, as the Restatement indicates, IMHS may only recover damages for either conversion or trespass, not 
both, depending on the extent of the interference with IMHS's rights: "Normally any dispossession is so clearly an 
interference with the right of control that it amounts to a conversion; and it is frequently said that any dispossession 
is a conversion. There may, however, be minor and unimportant dispossessions ... which do not seriously interfere 
with another's right of control, and so do not amount to conversion. In such a case the remedy of the action of 
trespass remains, and will allow recovery of damages for the interference with possession." Restatement (Second) 
of Torts§ 222 (1965), Comment (a). 
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PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
IMHS moves for partial summary judgment determining: 
1. That Defendant Maslen had a fiduciary duty to notify IAHOF of its [sic] claimed 
entitlement; 
2. That Defendants are estopped from seeking damages for storage, maintenance, or 
insurance during the pendency of this action; 
3. That IMHS and IAHOF are entitled to an award of attorney's fees pursuant to 
I.R.C.P. 37(c). 
The first and third elements upon which Plaintiff seeks summary judgment relate to its 
claim for breach of fiduciary duty against Maslen. In light of the court's determination on 
IAHF's Motion for Reconsideration and Defendants' Motion for Summary Judgment, the first 
and third elements of Plaintiff's motion are denied.5 
Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment determining that Defendants are estopped from 
seeking damages for storage, maintenance, or insurance during the pendency of this action is 
apparently based on the assertion, in the Brief in Support of Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment, that, at the time Plaintiff filed its Complaint for Claim and Delivery and Order to 
Show Cause for an order awarding Plaintiff possession ofthe airplane, "Defendants' alleged 
'interest' (in the aircraft) would have been $0 or at most approximately $1,650 (11 months of 
5 IMHS appeared to argue at the motion hearing that a determination on the first item was necessary for proper jury 
instructions in the action between IMHS and Defendants. It does not appear to the court that an alleged breach of 
Mr. Maslen's fiduciary duties to IAHF is an element of any ofthe claims between IMHS and Defendants or that it is 
even relevant to such claims. In addition, given the fact that the IAHF may still assert such claim against Maslen in 
a separate action, the court is not inclined to make any determination that might have preclusive effect in such an 
action. 
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storage). Plaintiffs would more than likely have posted a bond of this smaller amount to have 
possession of their plane during the pendency of this action and a [sic] due to the reduced 
amount in dispute, settlement might have been achieved." 
This court is not prepared to estop Defendants from seeking damages based upon what 
Plaintiff "would more than likely" have done or what "might have been achieved." In addition, 
Plaintiff fails to note that Idaho Code Section 8-303 makes specific provision for the amount of 
the bond to be filed before a writ of possession will be issued in connection with a cause of 
action for claim and delivery: 
A writ of possession shall not issue until plaintiffhas filed with the court a written 
undertaking ... in double the value of the property, as determined by the court, for the 
return ofthe property to the defendant .... (emphasis added). 
Accordingly, by statute, the amount of the bond to be issued was not dependent on Defendants' 
interest in the aircraft or claimed damages, but on the value of the aircraft, as determined by the 
court. 
Based on the foregoing, Plaintiffs Motion for Partial Summary Judgment is denied. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served upon the 
following, either by U.S. Mail, first class postage prepaid; by hand delivery; by courthouse 
basket; or by facsimile copy: 
J. Kahle Becker 
Attorney at Law 
1020 W. Main Street, Suite 400 
Boise, Idaho 83 702 
Kevin E. Dinius 
Dinius Law 
5680 E. Franklin Rd., Suite 130 
Nampa, Idaho 83687 
JAN 2 5 2011 
Dated this _______ day of January, 2011. 
CHRIS YAMAMOTO 
Clerk of the Court 
By: Deputy Cler~~ 
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CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL 
SOCIETY, INC., 
Plaintiff, 
-vs-
HOLBROOK MASLEN, an individual; 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an 
Idaho corporation; DOES I-V; and ABC 
CORPORATIONS I-V, 
Defendants. 
HOLBROOK MASLEN, an individual; 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an 
Idaho corporation, 
Counterclaimants, 
-vs-
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) 
) 
) 
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) 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL ) 
SOCIETY, INC., ) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an ) 
Idaho corporation, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
~s- ) 
) 
IDAHO AVIATION HALL OF FAME, ) 
INC., an Idaho corporation, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
THIS MATTER having come before this Court upon stipulation of the parties on the record 
before this Court on January 13, 2011, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND 
DECREED: 
1. Third Party Plaintiffs claims against Third Party Defendant shall be dismissed 
without prejudice; 
2. Third Party Defendant's claims against Third Party Plaintiff shall be dismissed 
without prejudice; and, 
3. The parties shall bear their own attorney fees and costs. 
--;-z-----
DATED thi~ day of January, 2011. 
~c.~ 
norable Juneal C. Kerrick 
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